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Ar Last the courts have decided that the 5th section 
ofthe New County Court Act does not come into opera- 
tion until the: first of January. On Saturday, counsel 
for the defendant showed cause against the third rule 
ghich the Court of Common Pleas had granted upon the 

and after hearing him, and without calling on the 
plaintiff's counsel to argue in support of the rule, the 
Court made it absolute. On Monday, the Court of Ex- 
chequer expressed the same opinion, and we believe the 
Courl of Queen’s Bench have also done so, Thus the 
ustruction we put upon the Act some time since has 
heen held to be the true one. In the meanwhile a con- 
siderable number of plaintiffs have been: vexatiously 
delayed in obtaining their costs, and another instance 
has been given of the confusion caused by our present 
system of law making, on which we commented in an 
uticle last week. At the same time it is but fair to say 
that the present difficulty was so slight a one, that a 
wong decision or even a doubt on the subject was 
warcely possible anywhere but at judges’ chambers, and 
witil business there is done in a less hurried fashion 
than at present, it is almost too much to expect our law- 
makers to produce {statutes which may not occasionally 
be misconstrued, 





THE NEW RULES which the judges were empowered to 
make under the Act of last session, and under which, after 
the first of January next, a large portion of the business 
of the judges at chambers will be transacted by the 
Masters, were read in the courts on the last day of term. 
We print them at length in another column. It 
will be seen that certain excepted matters are reserved 
for the judges, and everything else is to go before the 
masters, they having power tosend any case before the 
judges, and there being also a power of appeal to a judge. 
We think no doubt can be entertained that the matters in 
the excepted lists are all properly reserved for the judges, 
but a mere perusal of the list (to which it must be 
remembered will be added all the difficult cases of pleading 
arising before the masters and sent over by them to 

_ the judges as well as the appeals) affords we think an 
ample justification for the opinion we expressed in the 
simmer that the labours of the judges at chambers will 
noi be very materially lessened. It is worth notice 
that the rules, as well as the statute under which they 
ate made, only relate to acts which, at the time of the 
ye of the statute, might have been done by a judge. 

ore all applications under the new County Court 
Act will have to be made to a judge. We understand that 
althongh no definite arrangement has yet been made, it 
has been proposed that one judge for all the three courts, 
instead of one for the business of each court, shall attend 
at chambers on the same days and times as now. Thisis 
‘quivalent to estimating the future business of the judges 
Mt one third of what it is now, which we think is much 
too little, Perhaps, however, it is premature to discuss this 
point until the arrangements to be made are announced. 
Whether the lists of matters reserved for the judges 





includes all it should do, may perhaps be doubted, consider- 
ing the many Acts which various statutes empower 
“the Court or a judge” to do, but of course accidental 
omissions can be rectified by new rules from time to 
time as occasions require, and we may be sure that the 
masters will not be slow in sending over to the 
judge all cases of any peculiarity. The principal matter 
left for the masters seem to be granting time to plead, &c., 
allowance of pleadings, and changing venues. There can- 
not be much doubt that pleading points of any difficulty will 
in most cases come before a judge either by way of appeal 
or by direction of the master, and therefore the change will 
at all events do little harm. It may however be questioned 
whether, if this be the case, the function of the masters 
in the matter of allowing pleadings will not be almost 
useless. It would seem a much simpler plan to allow any 
pleadings of which the parties wished to avail themselves, 
to be delivered without leave in the first instance, leav- 
ing it to the opponent to apply to have such as were objec- 
tionable disallowed. In conclusion we may state our 
opinion that if the effect of the new rules is to be that 
one judge is to sit regularly throughout the day at cham- 
bers hearing summonses in all of which counsel appear 
before him, which seems not atall unlikely to be the result, 
it wonld be far better in every way that he should sitin 
court, and transact the business in public and with some 
show of order. This however is too wide a subject for 
present remark, and may be the subject of future com- 
ment, 


THE ScruPteEs felt by the Dean of the Arches (Sir 
Robert Phillimore) to hearing the St. Alban’s Ritual 
case, on the ground of his having been one of the counsel 
for Mr. Mackonochie previously to his appointment to 
his present office, having been overruled by the rule 
absolute granted last week by the Court of Queen’s 
Bench, prohibiting the surrogates to whom he had dele- 
gated the hearing of the cause (Sir Travers Twiss and 
Dr. Robertson) from hearing the same; it now remains 
for him to allow the arguments to proceed before himself 
alone. The promoter of the proceedings, whose counsel 
originally objected to Sir R. Phillimore sitting alone as 
judge in the case, now expresses his wish that the pro- 
ceedings should go on before him, a course to which, of 
course, Mr. Mackonochie’s advisers take no objection. 
The hearing of the case has accordingly been fixed for 
Wednesday, the 4th proximo, in the Arches Court at 
Westminster. We understand that the case of Simpson 
v. Flamank, which is also pending in the same Court, 
and in which questions similar to those raised in the 
St. Alban’s case are sub judice, in connection with 
the parish church of ast Teignmouth, in Devon, 
will also be brought before the Court on the same day 
with the view of ascertaining whether the two cases can- 
not be heard together. The charges brought against 
Mr. Flamank, in addition to those alleged against Mr. 
Mackonochie, viz., 1, the elevation of the consecrated 
elements ; 2, the burning of the two lights on the alters ; 
8, the mixture of the Chalice ; and 4, the use of incense 
also comprise charges to the effect that Mr. Flamank 
places the alms upon a stool by the side of the Commu- 
nion Table instead of on the table itself, and that a word 
is omitted in the last prayer of the morning and evening 
service. The principles, however, which will govern the 
judicial decision in both cases are substantially the same, 
and whatever course may be adopted as to the actual 
hearing of the causes, there can be no doubt but the 
ultimate decision of the Judicial Committee of the Privy 
Council in the St. Alban’s case will practically settle all 
the questions raised in the other case, 


THE LENGTH of some comments made by us last week . 
upon the ante-nuptial “settlement policies ” lately issued 
by the Norwich Union Life Assurance Society prevented 
our doing more than raise the question how far such 
provisions, if post-nuptial, would be valid. Those among 
our readers, therefore, who are interested in this ques- 
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tion will not be sorry to find it discussed in a letter from 
the author of the above scheme, which we have printed 
in another column. He seems to dispose satisfactorily 
of an objection, that the settlement might be incomplete, 
and therefore as a voluntary gift, inoperative, an objec- 
tion indeed which we confess we should hardly have 
thought of raising, and we quite agree with him that a 
voluntary settlement ought not to be liable to be set 
aside by creditors, at any rate under the statute of Eliza- 
beth, unless some intent by the debtor to defraud his 
creditors can be shown directly or by reasonable infer- 
ence. <A proposition was, however, asserted by Lord 
Westbury in a case of Spirett v. Willows, 138 W. R. 
329, that if the remedy of a creditor, to whom the debtor 
was indebted at the date of the settlement, was thereby 
defeated or delayed (which of course would always be 
the case if the debtor, before such creditor was paid, be- 
came insolvent), it was immaterial whether the settlor 
was then solvent or not, or whether or not any intent to 
defeat his creditors could be shown to have existed. 
This proposition has, we believe, been since assented to, 
and it seems to be recognised in the judgment of Vice- 
Chancellor Malins in the recent case of Smith v. Cherrill, 
15 W. R. 919, that no proof was required that it was 
the intention of the settlement that the creditors should 
be defeated or delayed, but that intention would be in- 
ferred if they were defeated or delayed. 

These dangers, however, are common to all post-nup- 
tial settlements; there are some special objections pecu- 
liar to the forms of settlement adopted by the above 
society, which we indicated in our article of last week. 
Upon these points we shall be happy to receive any com- 
ments which the author has to offer, and need hardly say 
that our remarks are merely intended, by way of friendly 
criticism, to promote the efficiency of the scheme. 





SoME SIX OR SEVEN WEEKS AGO an objection was 
raised before a revising barrister at Liverpool that a 
particular notice of objection had not been properly 
signed, the objector having stamped the paper with an 
engraved facsimile of his signature, the revising barris- 
ter held that this was a valid signature under the 
statute, and dissallowed the objection. The question has 
recently been brought, upon appeal, before the Court of 
Common Pleas, who upheld the decision of the revising 
barrister. 





WE PRINT, in another column, the letter which has 
been addressed by the Digest of Law Commissioners to 
the several Inns of Court. 

“ The Commissioners now propose, with the authority 
of Her Majesty’s Government, to proceed with the pre- 
paration of specimen digests, such as they have recom- 
mended, of certain portions of the law,’’ and have selected 
for this purpose the following subjects:— 

1. Bills of exchange, including promissory notes, bank- 
notes, and cheques. 

8. Mortgage—including lien. 

4, Rights of way, water,§ and light, and other easements 
and servitudes. 

Each of these subjects ie to be. handed over to a member 
of the bar who may associate with himself another bar- 
rister tobe nominated by him and approved by the Commis- 
sioners. The remuneration for the work will they think 
be best left to the determination, after completion, of three 
of the Commissioners, There seems no objection to this 
latter plan. It would be very difficult to fix before- 
hand upon any precise system of remuneration, and much 
more so to decide upon a particular sum, and we may re- 
gard it as a certainty that the work will be properly and 
fairly paid for. 

The Commissioners also, 

“With a view to their guidance in the selection of 
gentlemen for this purpose, suggest that any member 
of the bar willing to undertake the preparation of one 
of the specimen digests, should, on or before the last 
day of Hilary Term next, send in to the Commissioners 


ee 
(under cover to me) a statement of such his willingnes, 
a be. § ‘ ae ad 

I. eneral summary, in an analytical form 
whole wetter of the law cotapeiaed under the head sha” 
by him. 

2. A small subdivision of the same worked ont in 
as an example of the mode in which he would propogs ¢, 
fill up the outline furnished by his analytical summary, 

3. Any general observations he may think relevant ». 
specting the execution either of the portion of the qj 
that will embrace the particular subject chosen by him, 
or of the digest generally. 

As to the feasibility of the “ suggestion ” here offered {, 
the bar, there are various opinions. The Commissioner, 
want to get hold of able men who are good lawyers, ang 
to ensure that the work shall be entrusted to none by 
competent heads. Probably one of the advantages which 
suggested itself to the framers of the suggestion, was th 
excuse which it would afford them of disregarding the 
vast mass of testimonials and recommendations with 
which they would doubtless be inundated. This cer. 
tainly would be an advantage (if the Commissioner 
really need the shelter of an excuse), but they have 
hardly secured it for themselves, since they do not 
in any manner bind themselves to accept any of the can- 
didates who may send in specimens of their workman- 
ship. This also cuts another way, for no one would like, 
after taking the pains to compile a “ general summary in 
an analytical form of the whole matter of the lam? 
on one of these three heads, to discover that after all 
there had been no such thing as competition, and that 
the prize, apparently competed for, would be, by a fore- 
gone arrangement, bestowed in another quarter, This 
appears to be the weak point of the “suggestion :”—A 
competition is suggested, and there is no guarantee that 
there will be anything to compete for It may be said, 
however, that, by restricting themselves to competitors, 
the Commissioners would be depriving themselves of the 
services of sume of the ablest men. Men, with much to 
occupy their time, will think twice before they under- 
take the difficult task for which only two months are 
allotted; if this be so, why have any competition at all? 
The advantage of competition is supposed to be that it 
brings out the best men; but if it must, a priori, fail 
to do that, there seems little reason for resorting to it. 

It is easier, however, to find faults than to make “sug- 
gestions.” Ifthe Commissioners had, as some think they 
should have done, have at once selected a few men of 
admitted ability and left it to them to pick out their sub- 
ordinates and assistants, they would have done little 
more than shift the burden on to other shoulders, The 
subject is a difficult one to manage, there are objections 
to nearly every course: which can be suggested, and we 
may well suspend our judgment until the pudding is 
presented to us for proof. 

The time allowed for the completion of the papers on 
the selected subjects is certainly very small ; the labour 
to be undergone will be very great, but we must own 
that as regards labour, we feel much for those who will 

have to look through these papers. Itisbad enough tohave 
to look over students’ papers at an examination. Butthat 
pales before the task which the Commissioners will have 
to undertake. It must be remembered too, that in order 
to form an adequate opinion of any gentleman’s work, 
it will be necessary to look up all the authorities cited 
by him under the second of the proposed heads ; for one 
of the most important tests will be the manner in which 
he has extracted the pith of decided cases, and no one cat 
say whether or not another man has or has not arrived 
at what a particular case decides, unless he himself has 
also perused the reports. 





Sir CoLMAN O’LOGHLEN has introduced his Libel Bill 
again into the House of Commons, and it has been 
once ; the second reading being postponed until 
12th of February next. It will be remembered) 





this bill nearly became law in the beginning of the ye, 
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gnd was only lost for want of time. We examined its 
ions in some detail, as the changes it proposed to 
effect are of great importance. The terms of the new 
pill now introduced are the same as those of the 
pill of last year, except that the one now before the 
House of Commons contains an important provision which 
was not in the bill of last session as amended in committee. 
It provides “that no action or prosecution shall be 
maintainable for the publication of any defamatory 
matter in any newspaper, &c., if such defamatory matter 
shall form a portion of a true and fair report of a debate 
in either House of Parliament.” This section introduces 
a provision that seems fair enough, but it is necessary to 
int out this change in the bill, because, whether the 
alteration is, or whether it is not, an improvement, it is 


, most desirable that it should be fully considered, and 


not passed sub silentio in consequence of its existence 
being unknown 





THE SECOND meeting of the jurisprudence department 
of the National Association for the Promotion of Social 
Science will be held on Monday, at 8 p.m., when a paper 
“On the measures necessary for putting an end to the 
abuses of Trades Unions” will be read by Mr, Frederick 
Hill, Mr. W. Overend, Q.0. will preside. 





COUNTY COURTS.—I. 

Amongst the many changes which jyear by year are 
now taking place in our legal system, there is perhaps 
none which is more significant of the direction in which 
these changes are tending than that which bas been 
caused by the creation of the new county courts, and by 
the subsequent steady increase of their jurisdiction. 
Most of the other legal changes which have been pro- 
duced by recent legislation either affect the law which 
is to be administered by, or the procedure under, the pre- 
sent judicial system, but they do not threaten any sweep- 
ing alteration of that system. 

In the legislation affecting the county courts the case 
is far otherwise. These courts are gradually acquiring 
& more extended jurisdiction, and the time seems approach- 
ing when they will have exclusive cognisance of many 
of the less important classes of suits. If it be that the 
tendency of modern legal reform still is to give county 
courts powers even more ample than they now possess, it 
cannot be doubted that the change which is thus be- 
ing introduced is one of the most important character. 
It is the commencement of an entire alteration in the 
old system, brought about by the gradual establishment 
of courts throughout the country which shall have ex- 
clusive primary jurisdiction over all causes within the 
local limits which may be assigned to them. If 
such a change as this should take place, it would 
in effect be the substitution of district courts, such as 
exist in France and other European countries, for the 
eentral system which we now have here, by which all 
actions and suits must (subject of course now to the 
County CourtActs), be commenced and prosecuted in one 
of the courts sitting at Westminster or at Lincoln’s-inn. 

In another point of view the creation of the county 
courts is also important, as we now have in them courts 
which administer both law and equity, a power which 
no other courts in the country possess, Here again may 
be perceived the germs of an entire alteration in our 
system of administering law. 

_ Besides the interest that may be felt on this account, 
in the gradual growth of the new county courts, their 
jurisdiction is a matter of importance to all those con- 
cerned in the practice of the law, and this is so especially 
since the passing the County Courts Act of the last ses- 
sion. This Act has given rise to much comment, and it 
has been thought by some, although we are not of that 
number, that it will cause very great changes in some 
branches of practice. It will at all events introduce some 
changes, and the present time therefore seems very fa- 


what is not within, the jurisdiction of the modern county 
courts, 

These courts owe their existence entirely to statute 
law. They were first erected in the year 1847, under 
9 & 10 Vict. c. 95. They are sometimes called new 
county courts, to distinguish them from the old county 
court, or schyremote, which was an ancient court, inci- 
dent to the jurisdiction of the sheriff. In the Saxon period 
of our history, this court was one of great importance, 
and had for its judges the Bishop, the Earl, and the princi- 
ple men of the shire. Its importance subsequently dimi- 
nished very much, but it had jurisdiction until the creation 
of the new county courts, in certain cases when the debt 
or damage was of very small amount. Although this 
court cannot now discharge any functions of a judicial 
nature, it still exists for some unimportant purposes. 

The new county courts were first established, as we have 
said, by 9 & 10 Vict. c. 95, and since then there have been 
no less than nine Acts passed, more less affecting their 
jurisdiction. Portions of these Acts have been repealed 
by the County Courts Act, 1867, (30 & 31 Vict. c. 142) 
and the repealed sections are enumerated in schedule C. 
of this Act. These Acts themselves are collected in sched- 
ule D. and are with the Act of 1867 to be construed 
together as one Act, and it is by the provisions of these 
ten statutes alone that county courts are governed. The 
Act of 1867, however, does not come into operation until 
the first of next January. 

County Courts are courts of record, and have (or rather 
will have, after the Ist of next January) jurisdiction 
over all actions where the plaintiff does not seek to 
recover more than £50, except actions for malicious pro- 
secution, defamation, seduction, breach of promise of 
marriage, and actions in which the title to any corporeal or 
incorporeal hereditaments shall come in question, when 
the value of the lands or hereditaments in dispute shall 
exceed the annual value of £20, or in the case of ease- 
ments or licences where the value of the lands or heredita- 
ments in respect of which the easement or licence is 
claimed on or through, over, or under which such ease- 
ment is claimed, shall exceed the sum of £20 per annum. 
And except also actions in which the validity of any 
devise, bequest, or limitation under a will or settlement 
may be disputed. County Courts have also, under 
the new Act, jurisdiction in ejctment, where the value of 
the land sought to be recovered does not exceed “the 
annual value of £20. There is also a provision in section 
23 of the County Courts Act, 1856, that with respect to 
any action that may be brought in any superior court of 
common law any county court shall have jurisdiction to 
try such action if both parties so agree by memorandum 
signed by them or their attorneys. 

In some of the actions just mentioned, county courts 
have not had jurisdiction until the passing of the Act 
of 1867, which, it must be remembered, will not come 
into operation until next year. Up to the present time 
county courts have had no jurisdiction in ejectment ex- 
cept in cases between landlord and tenant, where a 
landlord sought to recover possession of his land after 
the expiration of a tenancy, and where neither the 
annual rent nor value of the land exceeded £50. 
In these cases a claim for rent or for mesne profits 
might also be added. A similar jurisdiction also ex- 
isted where half a-year’s rent was in arrear, and no suffi- 
cient distress could be had. This jurisdiction still re- 
mains, and to it is added, by section 11 of the Act of the 
last session, jurisdiction in all actions of ejectment, sub- 
ject to the limitations before mentioned. The courts 
have now also power (which they did not before possess) 
to bring any action in which the title to any corporeal or 
incorporeal hereditament shall be in question, subject to 
the same limitations as to value as in the case of eject- 
ments. These are the only cases in which the jurisdic- 


tion of the county courts is directly increased, although, 
by the abolition of the concurrent jurisdiction, and by 
sume of the other provisions of the late Act, a wider 





vourable for a short review of what really is within, and 


scope will be.given to the exercise of the powers already 
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conferred upon them. The jurisdiction in replevin remains 
the same as it was before the Act, except so far as it 
may be increased by the effect of section 12 giving 
power to try actions where title comes in question, 
where neither value nor rent of property exceed £20. 

County courts have also an equitable jurisdiction. They 
can inquire into any demand not exceeding £50 in re- 
spect of an unliquidated balance of a partnership ac- 
count, or of a distributive share of personal estate under 
an intestacy, or of any legacy under a will. This juris- 
diction, which was given by the old County Court Acts, 
has been much increased by the County Courts Act, 1865. 

Under this statute (coupled with section 9 of the County 
Courts Act, 1867), county courts have all the powers of the 
Court of Chancery in eight different classes of proceedings, 
where the property involved does not exceed £500 in 
value, These cases are—1l. Suits by creditors, legatees, 
&c.—2. Suits for the execution of trusts—3. For fore- 
closure or enforcing any charge—4, For specific perform- 
ance of, or the delivering up, or cancelling or re- 
forming of, agreements of sale or lease—5. Proceedings 
under the Trustee Relief Acts, and the Trustee Acts—6. 
Proceedings relating to the maintenance or advancement 
of infante—7. Or for the dissolution or winding up of 
any partnership—8. Or in certain cases for orders in, 
the nature of injunctions. 

The jurisdiction thus given to the county courts 
cannot, like that of the superior courts, be exer- 
cised generally over the whole country but is sub- 
ject to local restrictions. Section 1 of the Act of 
1867 enacts that a plaint may be entered in the county 
court in the district of which the defendant, or one of the 
defendants, dwells or carries on business at the time of 
action brought, or (by the leave of the judge or the regis- 
trar,) in the county court within the district of which 
the defendant, or one of the defendants dwelt or carried 
on business at any time within six calendar months next 
before the time of bringing the action, or in the county 
court within the district of which the cause of action 
wholly or in part arose. 

The words of the Act of 1865, would, if con- 
strued strictly, give equitable jurisdiction in all specfic 
performance suits, where the property is under £500 value. 
And so far as this jurisdiction (quantum valeat) was open 
before the Act of 1867, it is not removed by the amend- 
ing section (s. 9) of the Act of 1867. 

The rules for choosing the proper county court in 
which proceedings in equity should be commenced 
under the Act of 1865, are laid down in section 10 
of that Act. Proceedings relating to land are to be 
taken in the county court within the districtof 
which the lands are situate. Proceedings under the 
Trustee Acts, and in partnership cases in the county 
court of the district within which the persons making 

the application dwell, or where the partnership carried 
on its business respectively. Proceedings for administra- 
tion in the county court forjthe district where the deceased 
resided or where the executors or administrators reside. 
Proceedings for specific performance or for the delivering 
upor cancelling of agreements and all proceedings in 
any suit under this Act not otherwise provided for, are to 
be commenced in the county court in the district of 
which the defendants or one of them reside, 

Beside the ordinary actions and the equitable proceed- 
ings above-mentioned, which may be commenced in a 
county court, there are many other proceedings under 
particular statutes which may be carried on there in- 
stead of in a superior court. Such, for instance, are 
proceedings to recover duties or penalties up to a certain 
amount under the Customs Acts. Judges of county 
courte have also jurisdiction in certain specified cases 
to arrest. vessels, and p for salvage and proceed- 
ings under the Metropolitan Building Act, the Nuisance 
Removal Act, the Friendly Societies Act, and in many 
other cases, may, subject of course to the special pro- 
visions of the statutes giving such jurisdiction, be had in 
county courte. It would, however, ocupy too much 


—S=: 
space to examine, or even to mention in detail, thes 
heads of jurisdiction. In order to ascertain wha 
power the county court has in any particular class o 
these cases, reference must be made to the statute Creating 
the jurisdiction. 





SCIRE FACIAS AGAINST RAILWAY SHARp. 
HOLDERS.—No. I. 


We have recently remarked upon the numerous 
plications which have been made to the Courts of Com. 
mon Law during the last two years by creditors having 
judgments against insolvent railway companies, for leayg 
to issue execution against holders of shares not fully paid 
up. As the subject is one of personal interest to a con. 
siderable portion of the community, and is not we think 
generally very well understood, the recent decisions 
seem worthy of more particular comment than we have 
as yet given them. The applications are made under the 
36th section of the Companies Clauses Consolidation Act, 
which enacts that “if an execution has been issued 
against the property of a company, and there cannot be 
found sufficient whereon to levy such execution, then 
such execution may issue against any of the share. 
holders to the extent of their shares not then paid up, 
Provided that no such execution shall issue against 
any shareholder, except upon an order of the Court 
made upon motion in open Court after sufficient 
notice in writing to the persons sought to be charged, 
and upon such motion such court may order exe- 
cution to issue accordingly.’ It was decided in 
Nizon v. Green, 4 W. BR. 209, (confirmed in the 
Ex. Ch. 6 W. R. 772) that the word “then” re. 
ferred to the time when sufficient could not be found, 
that is to say in ordinary cases to the time of the return 
of nulla bona. In that case the shareholder sought to 
protect himself by showing that he had transferred his 
shares to another person between the time of the motion 
being made and the issuing of the sci. fa. and it was decided 
that he ‘could not do so, upon ‘the ground that the word 
then had the meaning above stated. This decision there- 
fore establishes that wherever at the date of a fruitless exe- 
cution against the company any person holds shares not 
fully paid up, execution may be ordered against him to 
the amount which so remained to be paid up, even if he 
has afterwards paid up or transferred his shares. The 
mere statement of this proposition is sufficient to show 
that it must have been intended to give the Court some 
discretion in the matter, and it is impossible that the 
legislature could have meant that where payment had 
been made bona fide with no intention to defraud the 
creditor, the Court should still be bound, if the require- 
ments of the statute had been complied with, to order 
execution to issue and so oblige the shareholder to pay 
twice over. Yet it was for a long time doubted whether 
the Court had any discretion in the matter, and in Hill 
v. London and County Insurance Company, 5 W. RB. 7, 
and Morisse vy. Koyal British Bank, 5 W.R. 158, the 
Courts appear to have held, not without hesitation on the 
part of some of the judges, that they had no discretion, 
The decision in those cases may however be supported 
although geome of the propositions laid down by the 
judges in general terms may not be strictly accurate 
when applied to other facts; and in Scott v. the Uxbridge 
and Rickmansworth Railway, 1 L.R. OC. P, 598, 14 W. B. 
893, Willes, J., says that all that was meant in those cases 
was that if the oreditor has a just claim, the Court 
cannot refuse to enforce it. The learned judge no doubt 
meant a just claim against the shareholder and not 
against the company. The whole tenor of the recent 
decisions is tothe same effect. Thus, in the case last 
mentioned of Soott v. The Umbridge Railway, the Court 
discharged a rule where the shareholder had, before the 
motion, but after notice, tendered the amount claimed 
under protest. In Shrimpton v, The Sidmouth Railway, 
Serle, Lillis, and Millington’s cases, the Court of Common 
Pleas allowed the shareholders to raise a kind of equit- 
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able defence, the substance of which was that the plain- 
tiff himself ought to be considered the owner of a con- 
siderable number of shares in the company, and so was 
a debtor to the company instead of ‘a creditor. The 
Court enlarged the rules and directed further affidavits 
to be filed setting out more fully than was done at first 
the facts as to these shares, and ultimately, on the 23rd 
of November, they made the rules absolute on the ground 
that the defence was not made out. The remarks made 
by the judges, and the fact of their having enlarged the 
rule, show that in their opinion, if the defence had been 
madeout, they might in their discretion have refused 
the ‘plaintiff the remedy which he asked for, notwith- 
standing that he had complied with the requisites of the 
statute. Again, on the 7th November, the Court of 
Queen’s Bench, in Kernaghan v. Dublin Grand Trunk Rail- 
way, James’ case, 16 W.R. 107, discharged arule for a sci. 
fa, on the ground that since it had been granted another 
rule had been made absolute against the same shareholder 
at the suit of another creditor, and a sci. fa. issued, 
and that after this the shareholder had paid the 
other creditor without waiting for execution to 
issue. It does not quite appear from the notices of 
this case already published whether’ this decision pro- 
ceeded on the ground that the payment had been made 
sufficiently under compulsion of a competent authority 
to bring the case within the principle of Wood v. Dunn 
in the Exchequer Chamber, 2 L. R. Q. B. 73, 15 W. R. 180, 
or whether the Court held that they had discretion under 
the circumstances not to order an execution to issue, not- 
withstanding that, at the date of the return of nulla 
bona, Mr. James had held shares not fully paid up. We 
apprehend there is no doubt that, if this case did not 
come within the principle of Wood v. Dunn, 14 W. R. 
84, 1L. R. Q. B. 738, the decision might yet be 
supported on the ground of a discretionary power in 
the judges not to order execution to issue under the cir- 
cumstances. Upon a comparison of all the cases it appears 
to us that the action of the Courts in the matter is to 
some extent discretionary, for, unless it is so, many of the 
recent decisions are in contradiction to Niwun v. Green, 
which, it must be remembered, is a decision of the 
Exchequer Chamber. That this discretion is qualified 
to the extent suggested by Mr. Justice Willes, viz., that 
the Court cannot refuse to enforce a just claim, is, of 
course, obvious, but this really amounts to little more 
than saying that the Court cannot exercise its discretion 
arbitrarily or capriciously. The ordinary process by 
which the Courts direct execution to issue is by a scire 
facias, but it will be noticed that the Act of Parliament 
says nothing about this, and although it was at one time 
considered that a scire facias was necessary, it is now 
established by Burke v. The Dublin Trunk Railnay Com- 
pany, Miller’s case, 16 W. R. 107, that it is not necessary, 
and where there is sufficient reason, such as the consent 
of a shareholder who has no defence, the Court will order 
execution to issue without. We have some further remarks 
to make upon the best course a shareholder who is served 
with a notice of motion under the Act can take, and as 
to his liability to pay costs, but our space compels us to 
defer them to a future occasion. 





THE DIGEST OF LAW COMMISSION. 

The following circular has been addressed to the treasurers 
of the Inns of Court by the Digest of Law Commission ; 
ies have also been forwarded to those gentlemen who 

sent in applications for employment upon the Digest. 

Digest of Law Commission, 
2, Stone-buildings, Lincoln’s-inn, 

: 22nd November, 1867. 
Sir,—I am directed by her Majesty’s Commissioners for 
inquirin nespeoting 8 digest of law to state to you, for the 
formation of the benchers of [Lincoln’s Inn, Inner Temple, 
Middle Temple, Gray’s Inn], that the Commissioners in their 
first Report to the Queen Cp it as their opinion that a 
digest of law is expedient, and recommended that a portion of 
the digest, sufficient in extent to be a fair specimen of the 


whole, should bein the firstinstance prepared, which imen 
they submitted might be conveniently executed their 
superintendence. 

e Commissioners now propose, with the authority of her 
Majesty’s government, to proceed with the be gore of 
specimen digests, such as they have recommended, of certain 
portions of the law. 

The subjects they have selected for this purpose are the 
following :— 

1, Bills of exchange, including promissory notes, bank 
notes, and cheques : 

2. Mortgage, including lien : 

3. Rights of way, water, and light, and other easements 

and servitudes. 
The Commissioners are desirous to obtain for this under 
taking the oe of the bar, and they dlowt of Be 
ropose to intrust.the preparation of a specimen digest of the 
w under each of ined re to a gentleman of the bar, 
to be selected by them, with liberty to him to associate 
with himself another member of the bar, to be nominated by 
him and approved of by the Commissioners. 

The gentlemen selected will be required to execute the 
several specimens in conformity with the views expressed in 
the Commissioner’s first report, and their work be sub- 
ject to the general superintendence of the Commissioners. 

The-specimens when completed, and approved of by the 
Conimissioners, will be reported to her Majesty, with the 
names of the gentlemen by whom they have executed. 

With re to remuneration, the Commissioners do not 
consider themselves to be as yet in a position te determine 
on the amount, and they think that, on the whole, the most 
acceptable course to the profession will be, that the sum to 
be paid for the preparation of each specimen should be fixed 
after its execution, by acommittee of three of the Commis- 
sioners, for which purpose the Commissioners propose tonomi- 
nate their chairman (Lord Cranworth), Sir James Wilde, 
and Mr. Reilly. 

The Commissioners, then, with a view to their guidance 
in the selection of gentlemen for this p suggest that 
any member of the bar willing to warre oy preparation 
of one of the specimen digests, should, on or before the last 
day of Hilary Term next, send in to the Commissioners 
(under cover to me) a statement of such his willingness, ac- 
“ikon se alytical fi f the whole 

1, A general summary, in ananalytical form, of the who 
matter of the law comprised under the head chosen by 


im. 

2. A sma 1 subdivision of the same worked out in detail, 
as an example of the mode in which he would propose to 
fill up the outline furnished by his analytical summary. 

8. Any general observations he may think relevant, re- 
specting the execution either of the portion of the digest 
that will embrace the particular subject chosen by him, or 
of the digest generally. 

The Commissioners would not object to more than one 
gentleman combining in executing one of the i 
and ee joining in preparing and sending in the 
papers indicated. 

am directed to send herewith the accom ing 20 
copies of a volume containing the first report of the Commis- 
sioners and other papers ; and I am to beg that the benchers 
of [Lincoln’s Inn, Inner Temple, Middle Temple, Gray's Inn} 
will be pleased to brin, the same, with this letter, under 
the notice of the members of the Bar who belong to that 


Society. 
4 I have the -~ to be, 


ir, 
Your very obedient Servant, 
GopFreY LusHINGTON, 
The Treasurer of the Honourable Society of < 
a Inn, Inner Temple, Middle Temple, Gray's 
nn]. 





RECENT DECISIONS. 
EQUITY. 
SUSPENSION OF THE StaTuTs OF LIMITATIONS. 
Seagram v. Knight, 15 W. R. 1152. 


In this case Lord Chelmsford ruled that where, after 
the Statute of Limitations had begun to run, the remedy 
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had been suspended, the operation of the statute itself 
was capable of suspension. 

There are net very many cases upon the subject, but 
there are distinctions which it is as well to notice be- 
tween the cases which give rise to contentions in favour 
of suspending the operation of the statute. 

These may be classified as follows:— 

1. Cases in which the Court is asked to declare that 
the statute has never commenced running in consequence 
of the remedy never having become available. 

2. Cases in which the statute having commenced 
running, and proceedings having been instituted within 
the required time, those proceedings have been interrupted 
from some unavoidable cause, and the court is asked to 
allow those proceedings to be revived so as to take away 
the application of the statute. P 

3. Cases like the present, in which the statute having 
commenced to run,and no proceedings having been in- 
stituted within the required time, the Court is asked to 
declare that the operation of the statute has been sus- 
pended in consequence of some interim suspension of 
the remedy. 

1. With reference to the first of these divisions, it has 
been held that until there was in existence some person 
capable of suing, no “ cause of action” could be said to 
have “ accrued” so as to start the statute. In Mur- 
ray v. The East India Company, 5 B. & Ald. 204, for 
instance, the action was by an administrator upon a 
bill of exchange payable to the intestate, but not ac- 
cepted until after his death, and Abbott, C.J., deliver- 
ing the judgment of the Court of King’s Bench, said, 
“We think that it cannot be said that a cause of action 
exists unless there be also a person in existence cupa- 
ble of suing,” and accordingly the Court held‘in that 
case that'the statute did not begin to run until the 
grant of administration brought such a person into exist- 
ence. 

2. Where proceedings have been commenced, and are 
interrupted by circumstances beyond the control of the 
plaintiff or his representatives, the suit may be revived. 
Joliffe v. Pitt, 2 Vern. 694, was rather a strong case of 
this kind, There plaintiff and defendant were both abroad 
when the debt accrued; plaintiff returned in 1702, 
brought an action and continued suing, (“ continued on the 
roll ”) for four years, and in 1705,died. In 1710 his will 
‘was proved and a bill was filed against the executors in 
1714. The Lord Chancellor, Lord Harcourt, considered 
that the statute “was not to take place” (the ratio 
decidendi is not given). It would be out of place here to 
discuss the question, after what lapse of time will the 
Court allow of revivor in such cases; and the two classifi- 
cations above indicated have only been mentioned here 
for the sake of distinguishing from the present case, two 
descriptions of cases which involve in reality quite a dis- 
tinct question. 

In the third class the case of the plaintiff is much 
weaker than in either of the other two. Such a conten- 
tion seems to have been very seldom raised, and that 
probably in consequence of its having been ever considered 
established law that the operation of the statute could 
not be suspended in such a caze. 

In Doe d. Duroure y. Jones,4 T.R. 308; upon aques- 
tion whether or no the five years allowed to an infant 
to make an entry for the purpose of avoiding a fine could, 
after once commencing to run, be suspended by some subse- 
quent disability, Lord Kenyon said “I never heard it 
doubted until the discussion of this case, whether, when 
any of the statutes of limitation had begun to run, a sub- 
sequent disability would stop their running a 
am very clearly of opinion that on the words of the 
statute of fines, on the uniform construction of all the 
statutes of limitations down to the present moment, and 
on the generally received opinion of the profession on the 
subject, that this question ought not now to be disturbed. 

In Hhodes v. Smethurst, 4 Mi. & W. 42,after the statute 
had begun to run, the debtor died, and in answer to a 
plea of the statute, the plaintiff alleged that by reason 





of litigation respecting. the right to probate, there was 
no executor for him to sue until the six years hag 
elapsed. The case was very fully argued, a quantity of 
cases were cited applicable to the first two classes into 
which we have divided this subject ; but no auth 
was produced which amounted to a precedent for the 
plaintiff in the case before the Court. The Court decided 
against the plaintiff’s contention. Lord Abinger wags 
very clear on the point, as follows: “We have both 
authority and reason for concluding that the period of 
time from which the computation is to begin is when the 
action accrued; and that when the statute has once 
begun to run, any portion of time in which the parties 
are under disabilities must nevertheless form part of 
the six years. There is no doubt, whichever way we 
decide a question not provided for by the Legislature, 
the imagination may suggest cases of considerable hard- 
ship ; but a Court of Law ought not to be influenced or 
governed by any notions of hardship ; they may require 
legislative interference, but cannot modify the rules of 
law.” Bolland, B., concurred (though not without 
doubt), on account of the previous belief of the profes 
sion, and the absence of authority the other way, 
Alderson and Gurney, B.B., concurred entirely. Up to 
the present time, then, it has always been held, at law, 
that in cases of the third of these three classes, the 
operation of the statute, when once commenced, cannot 
be suspended by any subsequent disability. In the two 
former classes this may be otherwise, but those are dis- 
tinct and different cases, and are not to be confounded 
with cases of the third class.* 

It was suggested by the court in Rhodes v. Sme- 
thurst, that the Court of Equity may sometimes relax the 
operation of the Statute of Limitations, although at 
Common Law its running cannot be suspended. Though 
equity “follows” the law, there are principles upon 
which, to ensure justice and avoid hardship, it evades— 
rather than relaxes, the operation of rules of law. Thus 
while at common law the appointment of a debtor to be 
executor to the creditor releases the debt, equity will hold 
the debtor a trustee of the amount of his debt for creditors, 
and even fora residuary legatee or next of kin. And to 
cases in which equity evades the operation of common 
law rales by a constructive trust, we may add those in 
which she effects the same end by means of the maxim 
which requires every one to come into court with clean 
hands, and forbids one to profit by his own wrong. We 
are not aware, however, of any cases in which either of 
these principles has been applied to suspend the operation 
of the Statute of Limitations. Where there has been 
actual fraud the case is, of course, an exceptional one, to 
which the ordinary rules do not apply. 

In the principal case, Seagram v. Knight (ubi sup.), @ 
tenant for life had tortiously felled timber in 1842-3-4; 
the remainderman died in 1844, leaving an infant 
heir-at-law, who did not attain his majority until 1865; 
the tenant for life became his legal personal representa- 
tive and lived till 1864. The infant heir-at-law filed 
his bill on attaining his majority. The statute had 
thus commenced running when the tort-feasor, obtaining 
this administration, became at once the person to re- 
cover and the person from whom recovery was to be 
made, Here certainly was a hard case—the remedy 
totally suspended in consequence of the wrong doer 
having acquired this double character. It appears to 
us that the Court would have been justified in evading 
the operation of the statute by refusing to allow the 





* There is an old case of Prideaux v. Webber, 1 Levinz, 31, 
in which it was rejoined, to a plea of the Statute of Ln 
“that certain rebels had usurped the King’s Government, 
none of the King’s courts were open.”” But the Court (K. B.) 
held that the statute was a good bar, because there was no éx- 
ception in the Act of such a case, At the time of the Revolu- 
tion, there was a period of ninety-two days during which no 
Courts sat, and special provision was made for this occurrence 
by the Act 1 W. & M. c. 4, which enacted that the period be- 
tween Dec, 10, 1688, and March 12, 1689, should be excepted 
from the operation of the Statute of Limitations, 
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t to profit by his own wrong in not restoring the 
snount to his intestate’s estate after assuming the cha- 
noter of administrator, but the decision of Lord Chelms- 
ri, though perhaps unconciously actuated by this 

‘nciple, proceeded on another ratio decidendi, viz., that 
tie operation of the statute could be suspended. The 
aly authorities with which his Lordship fortified 
jis decision were the old cases of NMeedhamn’s case, 8 
(oke, 135, and Wankford v. Wankford, 1 Salk. 299; 
eves which establish that where administration is com- 
nitted to a debtor the remedy is suspended, though not 

inguished. But these cases have no reference what- 
rot to the effect of the lapse of the time during which the 
ymedy is so suspended, and the decisions proceeded upon 
adistinction between the nature of the office of executor 
md that of administrator. The decision in Seagram v. 

ight is also unsatisfactory, for this curious reason, 
that the counsel for the Statute of Limitations, if we 
may use the expression, were not heard before the judg- 
nent was delivered. The plaintiff’s claim included the 
of various cuttings of timber prior to those 
stove mentioned; compared with these the sum arising 
fom the latter cuttings was but small. Lord Chelms- 
ford, without hearing the respondent’s counsel, decided 
sainst the appellant, the plaintiff, in respect of the 
lager sum, upon another ground, and without hearing 
the respondent’s counsel as to the smaller claim, pro- 
ceeded to decide for the appellant upon that head. Thus 
mthis point the respondent’s counsel had an adverse 
decision pronounced, without having had the opportunity 
ofoffering any argument. They did, indeed, after the 
judgment, cite Rhodes v. Smethurst, ubi sup., but Lord 
Chelmsford, after glancing at that case, said that his 
opinion, though not, perhaps, so strong as before, was 
till to the same effect. 

With the result of the decision we are quite satisfied, 
believing, as we have already said, that it may be main- 
tained upon the principle of not allowing a wrong doer 
to profit by hisown wrong. On this ground, we think, 
the Court of Equity may, agreeably with its established 
wages, perhaps suspend the operation of the statute; but 
we think it at least questionable whether mere hardship 
would induce the Court to do so. From the general 
principle laid down we must with deference dissent, ex- 
cept so far as applicable to the consideration last men- 
timed. Further than that, we do not think that 
Sagram v. Knight is to be regarded as an authority. 

In America it seems to be an established doctrine that 
the operation of a statute of limitation of actions cannot 
be suspended after it has once begun to run. There ap- 
pears, however, to be some tendency in the American 
Courts to relax this rule; and the Western Jurist, ex- 
tacting Seagram v. Knight from the Weekly Reporter, 
adds an editorial note, to which we are much indebted, 
rferring to a case of Jordan v. Jordan, Dudley (Ga) 
182, in which it was held that “ while an exeoutor or ad- 
ninistrator is exempt by law from suit, the statute ceases 
to run against a claim upon the estate.” In Ogden v. 
Blackledge, 2 Cranch, 279, it was laid down that as 
between British creditors and United States debtors, the 
operation of the statutes of limitation was suspended 
during the war of independence. And ina recent American 
case of Insurance Company v. Stewart, which we report 
manother column, it was held by Gibbs, J., in the Cir- 
cuit Court of Maryland, that during the late rebellion as 
between members of contending States, the operation of 
these statutes was suspended, notwithstanding that the 
ttatute in question might have already begun to run. 

We have now indicated, at considerable length, bear- 
ings of the important point involved in Seagram v. 
Knight, We hope it may ere long receive again the con- 
tideration of the Court. It certainly is a point of some 
nicety, involving as it does the necessity of steering 
between the Scylla of hardship to the plaintiff, on the one 
hand, and the Charybdis of hard-case-made bad law on 
the other; and bad law we must remember may be as 
lard to future litigants as the strict law to the present, 



































































REVIEWS. 


An Elementary view of the Proceedings in a Suit in Equity : 
with an Appendix of Forms. By SYLVESTER JosEPH 
Hunter, B.A. of Lincoln’s-inn, Barrister-at-Law. 
Fourth edition, by GEorcze Wooprorp Lawrancg, M.A., 
of Lincoln’s-inn, Barrister-at-Law. London: Butter- 
worths. 

A fourth edition of ‘‘ Hunter’s Suit in Equity” calls for 
some notice on our part. This book has now main- 
tained for so long a time the position of a standard 
manual for the use of law students, that there is 
little for us to say respecting its general scope. The 
work is intended for beginners and the design is bs ex- 
cellently carried out. Everything is there which ought to 
be placed before the learner, and yet the book is not encum- 
bered with references and details which would serve merely 
to embarrass him ; the arrangement is also very clear. Since 
the issue of the first edition in 1858, two successive editions, 
besides the present, have been prepared by Mr. Lawrance, 
the present editor, a sufficient guarantee that the book has 
answered the end for which it was intended. The second 
edition was issued shortly before the Companies Act, 1862, 
came into operation, it was, therefore, necessary to supply, 
in the third edition, a slight alteration to the section on wind- 
ing-up. Since then the county courts have acquired an 
equitable jurisdiction, wkich is succinctly treated of in a 
separate chapter. Upon this point, by the way, we think 
a little explanation should have been given of the precise 
effect of clause 4 of the 4th section of 28 & 29 Vict. c. 99, 
as interpreted by the cited case of Wilcox v. Marshall, 15 
W. R. 333. This edition is also brought up to the present 
date by the insertion of reference to such material cases as have 
been decided since the last edition ; and in this respect the 
work appears to us to be well written and well edited, so as 
toavoid the fault so common in elementary books of en- 
cumbering the book with matter foreign to the purpose. 
Since this edition was forwarded to us for review we have 
also received from the publishers an addenda, com- 
prising in three pages a concise summary of the statutes of 
the last session which affect the jurisdiction or practice of 
the Court of Chancery, viz., the Sales of Land by Auction 
Act, the Court of Appeal in Chancery Despatch of Business 
Act, the Court of Chancery Officer’s Act, the Railway 
Companies Act, the Companies Act, 1867, and the County 
Court Acts Amendment Act. 


The Law Magazine and Law Review ; a Quarterly Journal of 
Jurisprudence. No. XLVIII., November, 1867. London : 
Butterworths. 

Our space this week allows of but a brief notice of the 
November number of the Law Magazine which contains 
a great deal which is well wi of a lawyer or indeed a 
layman’s perusal. A short article on French Codes and 
English Digests, strikes us at the present juncture as particu- 
larly worthy of attention. The writer gives a short but inter- 
esting history of the Code Napoléon and looks forward to 
the production, under the auspices of the Royal Commission, 
of, not indeed a code, but a digest which may prepare the 
way foracode. Another article on the ‘‘Constructive Crimi- 
nality of Contracts” deprecates the universal application of the 
rule ex dolo malo non oritur actio to cases of i i isi 
from the non-compliance with some statutory formality. An 
article on the necessity of further parliamentary reform is also 
worthy of attention, and Mr. Chisholm Anstey contributes 
a lengthy paper entitled, ‘‘Historic points in the Laws relating 
to Women,” 








COURTS. 


LORD CHANCELLOR'S COURT. 
Nov 25.—Davies v. McHenry—Certiorari to the Mayor's 
Court. 
Freeling applied ex parte for a writ of certiorari to the 
Mayor's Court, under the following circumstances :— 

n October 30th, the daleetent Miolton, describing him- 
self as of Paris, banker, filed a billin the Mayor's Court against 
the panut, Mrs. Davies, stating circumstances under 

h 


which Mrs. Davies, then of Paris, but since then of Wales, 
had become indebted to him upon a bill of ex —~ a 
t 


cheque drawn by her which he had discounted ; 
McHenry commenced an action on the common law side of 


the Mayor's Court for the amount, and attached Mrs, Davies's 
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balance (£80) at her banker’s in the City of London ; that 
Mrs. Davies pleaded coverture, in consequence of which 
McHenry had to submit to a non-suit ; that Mrs. Davies on 
October 26, served McHenry with a notice that she should, on 
October 28, apply to have the £80 which had been so attached 
paid out of court. And the defendant McHenry’s bill 

yed (1.) A declaration that Mrs. Davies was indebted to 
fim as aforesaid ; (2.) that it might be declared that she 
had separate estate out of which the same might be paid; 
‘ (5.) that Mrs. Davies might be restrained from re- 
ceiving the said £80 out of court, and that the same might 
be decreed to remain in court, to abide the directions of the 
court touching the same ; (6.) that Mrs. Davies might set 
forth and discover the full particulars of her separate estate 
and moneys over which she had control, whatsoever and 
whereseever, with the particulars of all deeds, writings, and 
documents in her possession, control, or knowledge, what- 
soever and wheresoever, thereunto relating. Mrs. Davies’s 
husband was not made a defendant to this bill. Mrs. Davies 
was served with a warping or writ of summons in this suit 
on October 30th, but had not appeared. 

On November 23rd a bill in chancery was filed on behalf 
of Mrs. Davies by her next friend, McHenry and her 
husband being made defendants. 

This bill stated the defendant McHenry’s bill, and the 
other facts above-mentioned, and proceeded to say that at 
the filing of the defendant McHenry’s bill in the Mayor's 
Court, neither the plaintiff, Mrs. Davies, nor her husband, 
nor the defendant Salleary. were resident within the juris- 
diction of the Lord Mayor's Court, and that the cause of 
action did not come within the jurisdiction, unless, in the 
opinion of this Court, the same might be considered to have 
arisen — ~_ —— by reason of the said an of ex- 
change and cheque having been drawn respectively upon 
Foster & ahcng cm Lubbock, & Co., both of the 
~ of London, and that the plaintiff, Mrs. Davies, 

not then or now any separate estate or property within 
the jurisdiction of the Mayor’s Court, unless, in the opinion 
of this Court, the £80 paid into court as above-mentioned 
was to be considered separate property of hers within such 
jurisdiction. 

And the bill prayed :—That his Lordship would please to 
grant a writ of certiorari to be directed to the said Lord Mayor 
of the city of London, and his brethren, the Aldermen of 
the said city, thereby commanding them to certify and re- 
move the said bill of complaint, with the process and all 
proceedings thereon, into this honourable court, and to 
stand to observe and perform such order and decree therein 
as the circumstances of the case should require. © 

Upon this bill, 

Freeling now moved, ex parte, for a writ of certiorari. 
These cases of certiorari were rather uncommon; and the 
last was the case of Const v. Barr, 2 Russ. 161. The law 
relating to them was laid down in Maddox’s Chancery Prac- 
tice. It appeared in this case, — the bill of the plaintiff 
in the Mayor’s Court, that the Mayor's Court had no juris- 
diction, unless this Court thought that the £80 gave the 
Mayor's Court jurisdiction. 

Lozp CHELMs¥ForD, C.—But why should not you plead 
to the jurisdiction of the Mayor's Court ? 

Freeling.—By the 15th section of the Mayor’s Court of 
London ure Act, 1857, 20 & 21 Vict. c. clvii, it is 
enacted that no objection is to be taken to the jurisdiction 
of the Court, except by —- ; and here, the plaintiff stating 
on his bill that both he and the defendant are out of the 
jurisdiction, this would amount to a demurrer. 

Lorp CuELMs¥orp, C.—Take the writ, pert 

Freeling.—The defendant being out of the juri 


tuo, 
iction of 
this Court, your Lordship will allow substituted service 
upon his attorney ? 

Lorp CueLms¥orp, C.—Certainly. 

Solicitors, Cookson, Wainwright & Co. 


LORD JUSTICE ROLT. 

_ Nov. 21—Application for leave to appeal, notwithstand- 
ing that the time for appeal had been suffered to elapse. —Re 
the Reese River Silver Mining Company.—-This was an ap- 
plication for leave to against an order of the Master 
of the made in the winding-up of this company, 
notwi that the three weeks allowed by section 
124 of the Companies’ Act, 1862, bad expired. 

The order in question was made on May 16, 1867, passed 
on June 4, and entered on June 5, Instructions were then 





—— 
laid before counsel, on behalf of the present applicania 
settle notice of appeal. The draft was received his 
solicitor on June 15. The applicant was at this time inj), 
health, and had gone abroad for that 5 
leaving his address with his solicitor, and was obliged , 
communicate with him through his son, which occasions 
delay. 

The solicitor, by a slip, allowed the three weeks 4, 
elapse without serving notice of motion for leave to ‘ 
but on June 27 an application was made to the Lords Jus. 
tiees, who granted leave to serve notice of motion for 
4, conditionally upon an affidavit being filed by July | 
explaining the cause of the delay. bo this applica. 
tion nothing was stated respecting the illness of the apni, 
cant. Te 

On June 28, the solicitor wrote to the applicant, through 
the son, stating what had been done, and that the affidayi 
must be filed. There was not, however, time for the ry 
to be received early enough to save the motion, 
the Long Vacation the applicant became dissatisfied with 
his solicitor, and substituted another in his place, and, jx 
October, he, for the first time, became aware of the po. 
tion of this affair. 

On the 1st day of term, leave was obtained from thy 
Lord Chancellor to serve notice of the present motien, 

Dickenson, Q.C., in support, contended that this was 
case in which the innocent client ought not to be allowedtp 
suffer for his solicitor’s neglect. When the solicitor wrote 
to him on June 28th, he well knew that the affidavit could 
not be returned in time to save the motion. The case was 
purely one of hardship to a principal from the neglect of 
his agent, and there was no third parties whose rights conld 
be injuriously affected by the granting of redress. 

Rott, L.J., without calling on Graham Hastings, who 
appeared contra.—The solicitor’s neglect may be a good 
cause for granting an extension of time; I do not say it is 
or is not, But here a solicitor duly instructed, applies 
after time, and files an affidavit, which states nothing abont 
the age or illness of the client, but gives other reasons 
which satisfy the Court, Leave is granted upon condition 
of filing an affidavit, whether, on or by the applicant himself 
is not clear, but I assume by the applicant. The Court 
was not told about any further difficulty. There was neg. 
ligence in the applicant’s not instructing his solicitor where 
he was to be found. 

The application must be refused with costs, 


COURT OF BANKRUPTCY. 
(Before Mr, Commissioner GouLBURN.) 

Nov. 28.—Re Stoffel.—This was an application for release 
from custedy by a bankrupt who had been outlawed in the 
ordinary course upon judgment. , 

It was contended in support that the outlawry was an act 
of bankruptcy ; and contra, that the outlaw could not claim 
the protection of the Court, or present a petition, 

is Honour held that the objection was valid, and 
refused to order the release. 


GENERAL CORRESPONDENCE. 


ATTORNEYS’ CLERK~—23 & 24 Vict. c. 27, 
Sir,—Your correspondent, ‘‘ Managing Clerk,” asks what 
is the nature of the service referred to in the 4th section of the 
Attorneys’ Act. Having had occasion to consider this 
question on a former occasion, I searched in every possi 
uarter for something in the shape of a decision, or even 
judicial or official opinion on the subject, but in vain, The 
anguage of the section itself offered me the only clue, and it 
guided me correctly. I think the application of it to your 
correspondent’s case will probably enable him to draw 4 cot 
rect conclusion, The section defines, after a fashon, the 
‘‘ nature of the service required.” It enacts that se pone 
who either before or after the passing of the Act shall for the 
term of ten years, have been ious Jide clerk to an attorney, 
solicitor, or proctor, and during that time shall have bees 
bona engaged in the transaction and performance, 





the direction and superintendance of such attorney, &¢, Ff 


such matters of business as are usually transacted and per 
Sormed + Pieter éc,, and who shall produce to the exami 
ners, satisfactory, evidence that he has faithfully, honestly, 
and diligently served as such clerk, &c, 
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ing Clerk, the service mentioned by him consisted of the 

transaction and performance of such matters of business as are 

transacted and performed by attorneys. As to the 

jast eight or nine years there cannot be much doubt. As to 

the time during which A. acted as copying clerk, there is, I 

end, considerable doubt. I don’t think, in the first 

ace, that oe ing could be anes as the transaction or 

ce of such matters of business as usually occupy 

Pe attention ef attorneys. If it had been only an occasional 

it would of course be quite another thing ; but having 

been his daily and only duty I don’t think it would satisfy 

the word of the Act. In the next place, tet us suppose 

that it would satisfy the section so far as two years, then it 

would follow as a logical consequence that the same species 

of service for ten years would entitle a person to the benefit 

of the section. That conclusion however is too preposterous 
to be entertained for a moment. 

Itis, however, not unlikely that an equitable view would be 
taken of such a case, and I think it may be very fairly urged 
that the time spent as copying clerk was usefully spent. 
The merest routine work of an attorney's office may im- 
es a knowledge of details which may be frequently 

ind very useful; and I am not sure that copying 
may not be attended with similar advantages. I do 
not think it would be at aJl necessary for a person to have 
been in the position of managing clerk during the prescribed 
time. That would be, as it were, an over fulfilment of the 
condition ; and the fact of a person’s having acted in that 
capacity for eight years (and a fortiori for nine would, no 
doubt, be considered in deciding the question. Such a 
position ‘being more important res that of an ordinary 
clerk, the period so spent ou ht to be taken into account in 
considering the sufficiency of the previous service, and it oc- 
curs to me that it would be very likely it would be regarded, 
opt considerations combining) as affording an equivalent 

rt what may be deemed wanting in the person’s status during 
L 


‘the previous period. EX, 





SETTLEMENT PoLiciEs. 


Sir,—As some interest appears to be excited by the pro- 
posal of the Norwich Union Life Insurance Society to issue 
policies in a novel form, and to which the name of ‘‘settle- 
ment policies” has been given, it may not be uninteresting 
to your readers to state what will be the effect of such instru- 
ments in the opinion of the draftsman by whom the forms 
have been devised and settled. 

As regards ante-nuptial settlements, little need be said 
except that the transaction amounts to something more than 
anagreement for a settlement, since, by the form adopted, 
the office through its directors agrees to become trustee of 
the fund for the benefit of the objects of the trust, and a 
regularly constituted trust is therefore created. Such a 
transaction will be unimpeachable when supported by the 

jage consideration on the one hand, and the money 
consideration of the payment of the premiums on the other. 
ao question as beyond dispute, I proceed to 
the more difficult case of post-nuptial, or, as I would prefer 
for the purpose of this letter to call them, voluntary settle- 
ments. Now, in creating a voluntary settlement, there are 
two objects to be pene, 1) to avoid leaving the settle- 
ment incomplete and liable to failure by the operation of the 
doctrine of imperfect gifts ; and (2) that it should not be open 
to impeachment by creditors. 

Now, on the first point, it will be in the recollection of 
all your legal readers that the cases have been such that it 
isnot even now entirely clear that the voluntary assignment 
of a policy by deed, although followed with every formality 
of notice and delivery of the documents to the trustees, is 
sufficient to create a valid settlement. The assignment 
of achose in action, operating only in equity as a contract, 
and the courts declining to enforce voluntary contracts, it 
has been held that the assignment fails, and with it the 
trusts. Iam of course aware that this reasoning is narrow, 
and contrary to the better opinion, of which the best ex- 

ion may be found in the case of Kekewich v. Manning, 

DeG. M, & G. 176; but nevertheless it is not yet obsolete, 
and the point is not touched by the Policies of Assurance 
Act, 1867, which avoids making policies assignable at law, 
but gives the person entitled in equity to receive and give 
an effectual discharge for the assurance money a right of 
action at.law. On the other hand, it is equally clear that 
is no difficulty in the creation of a voluntary trust, and 


——— 
Wow the question is whether, in the case put by a Manag- ¢ 





that when a trust is created the Court will fasten upon it, 
and will not inquire into the consideration. ‘* You may 
constitute one a trustee for a volunteer,” said Sir William 
Grant, and indeed in all cases in which the assignment has 
failed, the courts have expressly guarded themselves against 
the supposition that they intended to throw any doubt upon 
the validity of voluntary trusts. Now, this is exactly what 
the office proposes to do in these policies, namely, to consti- 
tute itself a trustee for these volunteers. The fact that a valu- 
able consideration in the shape of the premiums moves as be- 
tween the settlor and it, does not affect this part of the case, ex- 
cept to confirm the transaction as against the office. On 
these grounds it is submitted that the form of the instru- 
ment is correct and complete. 

Secondly, as regards creditors; and more especially as to 
the effect upon the policy of the bankruptcy of the settlor. 
Now here it is clear that the whole question is as to his good 
faith. A man has a perfect right to deal with his pee 
as he may think fit, and the right to give it away has been 
rightly termed one of its necessary incidents, but at this 
—_ the law steps in and says that a man shall not make a 
raudulent disposition of his estate to injure his creditors. 
If a man in solvent circumstances chooses to give away a 
portion of his property, not thereby rendering himself un- 
able to meet his engagements out of the residue, there is no- 
thing in the world to prevent him. 

The entire question is as to the good faith of the settlor ; 
if there is no intention on his part to defraud, or at least no 
necessary evidence to imply that there was such uu inte: - 
tion, of which the Court or a jury will be the judge in case 
of dispute, the settlement cannot be impeached and subse- 
quent creditors cannot complain. The law on this piont is 
statute law, depending primarily on the 13 Eliz. ce. 5, which 
provides that ‘‘every gift made to delay or defraud credi- 
tors or others, shall as against such persons] be utterly void,” 
and, secondly, upon the Bankrupt Law Consolidation Act, 
1849, s. 67, and the Bankruptcy Act, 1861, s. 70, which pro- 
vide that a fraudulent transfer or gift made with the intent to, 
delay or defeat creditors, whether by a trader or other person 
shall be an act of bankruptcy, and still further, upon s. 126 
of the Act of 1849, which provides that if any bankrupt, 
being at the time insolvent, shall (except upon the marriage 
of any of his children, or for valuable considerations), have 
transferred to any of his children or any other person any 
portion of his property of the kinds enumerated, the Courts 
shall have power to order the same to be sold for the benefit 
of his creditors. It will be observed that traders and other 
persons are placed on the same footing, and in all cases the 
transfer must be fraudulent to be within the Acts. It seems 
indeed that the question whether an instrument is fraudulent 
under the Bankruptcy Acts must depend upon whether it is 
fraudulent within the Act of Elizabeth, under which it may. 
be suid that to set aside a voluntary settlement it must be 
shown that the settlor was at the time in such circumstances 
that inability to pay his debts was actually existent or reason- 
ably to be apprehended by him, so that a presumption may 
arise that the settIment was made with the intent to hinder 
creditors ; that indebted or not indebted, and the extent to 
which the settlor was indebted, are merely evidence from 
which the Court will presume that such a presumption does 
arise, and hence the existence of trifling debts due at the 
date of the settlement, if it could be shown that the settlor 
was then abundantly solvent, would not be sufficient to set 
aside the deed—Skarf v. Soulby, 1 Mac. & Gor. 364. It 
would be easy to amplify this letter into a treatise and to 
multiply cases, but I fear that it has already reached an in- 
convenient length. I will therefore adduce no further au- 
thority than to cite the case of Dunlop vy. Johnson in the 
House of Lords in the present year (L. R. 1 H. of L. Scotch 
Appeals, 109), which, although a Scotch appeal, contains a 
clear statement of the law as it exists both in England and 
Scotland, and which appears to be the same in both countries, 
with the sole exception, that in Scotland the life interest of 
the wife in a voluntary settlement, séante matrimenio, is re- 
vocable by the husband, and to this extent only, namely, as 
to the income of a fund during their joint lives, a voluntary 
settlement was there set aside. 

Now, to apply these doctrines, it is contended that a set- 
tlement policy is a reasonable transaction for any solvent 
man to enter upon, and that if he does so in good faith no 
future creditors can complain, and that in fact this is the 
law. It may, however, be said, but what is to become of 
the policy if the settlor becomes em and cannot 


fairly continue the payment of the premiums? and the 
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answer is that the instrument provides for this contingency 
by enabling the settlor to discontinue the poss and re- 
duce the sum assured proportionately. The object of the 
office is to deal with the solvent man only, and during his 
solvency, and to act according to the law and not contrary 
to it, and it is considered that the settlement thus far is 
safe. Ifan insolvent person effects a policy of this nature, 
it is not the fault of the office, and he must take the risk of 
the claims of his assignees. In this respect it may be thought 
that this scheme contrasts favourably with that proposed by 
Mr. Shaw Leferve’s bill of last session, which did not be- 
come law, and by which it was proposed that settlements 
upon wives and children might be made by nomination by 
indorsement on the policy, when the money assured should 
be paid to the nominee free from the claims of the settlor’s 
creditors, provided that the settlor did not become bank- 
rupt within a year from the date of the nomination, or die 
ree gpa a scheme which would actually tend to legalise 
ud, 
In concluding, I desire to observe that this system, ‘‘ rest- 
ing as it does,” to use the words of Sir Loyd Kenyon, ‘‘ wholly 
upon the moral duty of the husband to provide for his wife 
and children,” is one which can scarcely prove other than a 
public benefit if worked with success. It will popularise 
. the use of marriage settlements, and cause the creation of 
thousands of trusts of which the subject will not be a policy, 
the poor man’s security, but realised property of every de- 
scription. To do this it will require the support of that 
branch of the profession upon whom practically it rests to 
advise the public as to the disposition of its property, and 
this support it is hoped that it may receive. 
C. J. Bunyon. 





LEGALITY OF WEARING THE BLACK GowN IN THE PULPIT. 
Sir,—Last Sunday I attended service in a parish church a 
short distance from London, on the occasion of the new 
Vicar thereof addressing his congregation from the pulpit for 
the first time. In the course of a very excellent address I 
was a little startled to hear him say, alluding to his preach- 
ing in his black gown, that it was illegal. Can this be so, 
is it possible then that thousands of clergymen are now act- 
ing ulegally? Perhaps some of your readers will enlighten 
me on this important subject. A ConsTANT READER. 
(The black gown is neither legal nor illegal; it is not a 
rang vestment at all, any more than a bar-gown.—Ep. 





PARLIAMENT AND LEGISLATION. 


HOUSE OF LORDS. 

Nov. 22,—Lord Portman presented a petition from 3,000 
inhabitants of Salisbury, complaining of the charge delivered 
some months ago by the Bishop of Salisbury at Bridport. 
The petition also prayed for the establishment of some tri- 
Hae by which such questions might be expeditiously de- 
cided. Lord Portman argued in favour of this view. Both 
the civil and the criminal laws were administered by such 
tribunals, and he could not see why they should not ade- 
quately administer the sockalantioal tee. In civil and cri- 
minal matters the case was first brought before an inferior 
court, which ascertained the facts and gave the best judg- 
ment it could upon those facts ; but if that judgment were 
called in question, it was reviewed by the Court above, 
which decided upon the question of law, and then sent the 
case down again to the inferior court for final determination. 
The whole matter was thus reduced to a nutshell, and the 
case was decided speedily and inexpensively. If such a 
system were good in the administration of the civil and the 
criminal laws, why should not it answer in the adminis- 
tration of the ecclesiastical law? The fact was that the 
rules governing the ecclesiastical courts were established 
some 200 or 300 years ago, and were not fitted for the pre- 
sent time. 

The Bishop of St. Davids objected to any measures for 
the establishment of new ecclesiastical courts. 

Lord Portman said he did not ask for the establishment 
of any new tribunal, but merely that what was permitted in 
civil and criminal courts might be done in the ecclesiastical 


courts. 
The Bishop of London Gansta it would be well if 
our ecclesiastical courts were p. on a footing of greater 


a 
courts was not one which stood in need of any consider 
alteration, but that a more simple mode of 
should be established in them, and that rules might be laid 
down for the transaction of the business in courts 
such as the judges of the superior courts were enabled tp 
lay down for inferior tribunals in civil matters. If such g 
course were adopted, and rules for the lation of their 
proceedings were framed by the highest judicial and ecclesj. 
astical authorities, as had been to some extent done already 
in Ireland, great waste of time would, he th be 
effecting 
revolution or even any great change in the ecclesiagticg] 
courts as they existed. 


avoided, and much good accomplished, without 
The petition was then ordered to be upon the table. 





HOUSE OF COMMONS. 


Nov. 24.—Sir Colman O’Loghlen’s Libel Bill of last 
session (re-introduced) was read a, first time. 

A select committee was moved on the subject of Public 
Petitions. 

Nov. 25.—Sir W. Hutt asked the Attorney-General 
whether, under the provisions of the Representation of the 
People Act, the overseers of the poor are required to place 
on the rate-book the names of all the occupiers of tenements 
whose rates before the passing of that Act awe by the 
owner according to the provisions of the Small Tenements 


ct. 

The Attorney-General thought the solution of the ques 
tion would be found in the 7th section of the Act of last 
session, and in the interpretation clause ; and that in cases 
to which the Act did not apply, it would be the duty of the 
overseers to put the occupiers on the rate-book. 

The Metropolitan Traffic Act (1867) Amendment Bill was 
read a second time. Mr. Ayrton, Sir G. Bowyer, Alderman 
Lawrence, and Mr. Locke, suggested the repeal of section 6 
of the Act of last session. 


the burial in Ireland of persons not belonging to the Estab- 
lished Church, and to Extend the Industrial Schools Act to 
Ireland, were read a first time. 

Nov. 26.—Mr. Cave, in reply to Mr. Norwood, said that 
pending the report of the committee for inquiry into the 
operation and effect of the present constitution of the various 
Courts of Law and Equity, and of the High Court of Admi- 
ralty, and the Admiralty Court of the Cinque Ports, it would 
be inexpedient to introduce a measure for altering the juris- 
diction of the Court of Admiralty, such as the bill of last 
session to which the hon. member referred. It was, how- 
ever, under the consideration of the government whether 
clauses might not be inserted in the bill for Amending aud 
Consolidating the Acts relating to merchant shipping, for 
the pu of conferring additional Admiralty jurisdiction 
on local courts in certain cases. 

The following bills were read a first time. : 
A bill by Sir R. Palmer, to amend the law relating to 
Sales of Reversions, the object of which we explained to be 
the abolishing in all sales made bond fide a rule of the Court 
of Chancery, that if full value were not given in the pur 
chase of reversions the purchaser was liable to have the bene- 
fits of the purchase taken away from him. 

A bill by Mr. Knatchbull-Hugessen, to amend the laws 
relating to Turnpike Trusts. 

(Re-introduced) Mr. Sheridan’s Railways Guards and 
Passengers Communication Bill. 

Nov. 27.—The second reading of Sir C. O’Loghlen'’s 
Libel Bill was fixed for the 12th of February. 

The report of supply (£2,000,000 for the Abyssinian 
Expedition) was confirmed, 

Bills by Mr. Newdegate, for the Commutation of Church 
Rates, and by Mr. P, Wyndham, for the Local Assessment 
of Mines, were read a first time. 

Nov. 28.—In reply to Mr. Goschen, the Attorney-General 
said it was the intention of the Government to introduce a 
measure for the amendment of the Bankruptcy Laws, im- 
mediately after the recess. 

In committee on the Metropolitan Streets Act 
(1867) Amendment Bill. Mr. Hardy moved and cat- 
ried a proviso omitting from the operation of section 6 of 
the Act, the space between the footpath and the carriage 
way, 80 that it would be left open to the Metropolitan Board 
of Works to decide what should be done when these spaces 
should form part of the public roads, and the bill passed 





harmony with the arg of the other courts of the kingdom. 
He thought also that the framework of our ecclesiastical 


through committee, : 


Bills by The O’Conor Don to Amend the law relating to. 
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gir RB. Palmer’s Sales of Reversions Bill was read a 


and distilled liquors on Sunday in England and - 

Wales; by Mr. Gladstone for the abolition of compulsory 

rates; and by Sir C. O'Loghlen, to amend the law 
gelating to the payment of bills of exchange and promissory 
notes failing due on Bank holidays, and to render the day 
after Christmas-day a Bank holiday, and also any other 
day that may be appointed to be observed as such by 
Royal proclamation, were read a first time. 


goond time. 
Bil, bY Mr. J. A. Smith, further regulating the sale of 
fermen’ 








IRELAND. 


Soricrrors’ AND ArroRNEYs’ INCORPORATED SocIETY. 


The usual half-yearly meeting of the members of the 
above society was held on Tuesday, in the Solicitors’ Hall, 


Four Courts : 

Mr. A. Barlow, Vice-President, presided. 

The Secretary read the half-yearly report, and its adop- 
tion was moved and seconded. 

Mr. Mecred referred to the abolition of the certificate 
duty, which, he said, could only be effected by vigorous 
and unanimous action. They had received aid in this work 

the past year from their provincial brethren, and he 

night next year yo aid vet be redoubled, so that 

t commence thes e early in the session. No 

me the bill was choked” oF last ces by a “dodge” 

of the Government, but they hoped for a better result next 

time, He might mention as a fact of some interest that 

the society now possessed a corporate seal under the Act 
of Parliament, 

Mr. Worrall drew the attention of the meeting to the 
difficulty experienced by the members of the profession in 
drawing money out of the Court of Chancery, which con- 
trasted unfavourably with the mode pursned in the Landed 
Estates Court, He believed that if the matter were brought 
under the attention of the Lord Chancellor, he would not 
allow the abuse to continue. 

Several gentlemen expressed their concurrence. 

The proceedings were brought toa close with a vote of 
thanks to the chairman, 


The Lerd Chancellor has appointed Wm. Murray, Esq. 
A.M., barrister-at-law, to the office of Reader in ae com, 
in place of Henry Darley, Esq., resigned, 











FOREIGN TRIBUNALS & JURISPRUDENCE. 


AMERICA. 
Crrcurr Court or Unirep States, MARYLAND. * 


insurance Company v. Stewart, 
Suspension of Statutes of Limitation. 

Statutes of Limitations are i, em during a state of war, 
as — in controversy between citizens of the oppos- 
ing belligerents, notwithstanding that the statute 
begun torwn before the war. 7 ’ toe 
This was an action on a bill of exchange drawn in Mem- 

phis, in February, 1861, at sixty days, payable ata bank in 

— and accepted ; protested for non-payment in April, 
ne eae Seine 

eplications,—1. That war existed when the cause of acti 
accrued, and that three years had not ela: cocoon te 
close of the war and the commencement of the suit. 2. That 
the President of the United States declared war, against 

Tennessee by his proclamation of August 16th, 1861, which 

war, continued until by the proclamation of the President 

of June 18th, 1865, Tennessee was restored to the Union ; 
and that the intervals of time which elapsed from the ma- 
turity of the bill to the beginning of the war, and i‘rom the 
close of the war to the commencement of this suit,. did not 
— amount to three years. 
neral demurrer. 
The opinion of the court was delivered b 
Gibbs, J.—Unquestionably in this case fe Sori - prevails, 





* This case is taken from the American Law Regist 

, er, and; snote a 
pended \ by the Hon, Isaao F. Redfield, whose opimlon. ia @ etltled 40 
yg pect, approves the exception which it makes to th e general 


and not lex loci contractus ; hence the court will apply the 

law of Maryland, which requires suit to be brought with- 

in three years: 1 Maryland Code, article lvii., sections 1 
2 


and 2. 

In this law there are certain specified exceptions provided 
for, but it isa mistake to suppose that exceptions may not 
arise other than those mentioned in the statute. The law 
always supposes the existence of a party in being capable of 
suing ; and if when the cause of action accrues there is no such 
party capable of suing, limitations do not begin to run until 
such a af: Cages into being. Hence if war had existed at 
the time this cause of action accrued, limitations would 
not have begun to run against plaintiff's claim until the war 


ended. 

On the 7th of September, 1861, this court decided that the 
President of the United States had the right, by proclama- 
tion, to recognise the existence of a state of war ; and that 
thewar, from and after the date of such proclamation, 
existed between the states mentioned in the proclamation 
and the rest of the United States. Also that the late war, 
when so declared and recognised by the President's proclama- 
tion, became a civil war, and imposed upon both SAiguents 
all the — and consequences of such war. This was one 
of the earliest decisions in regard to our late civil war, and 
the principles there enunciated have since been fully con- 
firmed by the Supreme Court of the United States in the Prize 
Cases : 2 Black. 635. 

The justices of that court were unanimous as to all the 
consequences which resulted from a state of civil war, but the 
three dissenting judges were of opinion that the war began 
only after the proclamation of the President of August 16th, 
1861, passed in pursuance of power conferred upon him by 
the Act of July 13th, 1861. 

As regards the state of Tennessee, there can be no doubt 
that war existed in consequence of the proclamation of the 
President of August 16th, 1861, ‘and not before, as that 
state was not included in the previous proclamations. 

It is a well-settled principle that contracts made before 
war are only suspended by the war, whereas contracts made 
during war are void. This principle is fully recognised by 
by the Supreme Court in regard to our late civil war. 

In ancient times private ay of alien enemies, and 
debts of every kind, were confiscated tothe state. Happily 
all this has been changed in modern times ; and now, while 
contracts made during war between alien enemies are abso- 
lutely void, being against public policy, private interests are 
protected, and bond fide contracts, made before the breaking 
out of a war, are suspended during its existence, but revive 
at its termination. To the honour of the United States and 
Great Britain be it said that these rights have always been 
respected by them. 

thas been repeatedly decided by both State and Federal 
Courts that where, by a legislative enactment, parties are 
prevented from prosecuting their claims, the interval duri 
which such prevention lasts is not to be counted as part 0: 
the time allowed by the Statute of Limitations. Now, the 

wer to make war and peace is by the Constitution of the 
nited States delegated pee to the Federal Govern- 

ment ; and as during the war the plaintiff, being a corpora- 
tion of the state of Tennessee, had no right to bring suit 

inst the defendant, who was a citizen of Maryland, the 
Maryland Statute of Limitations was suspended during such 

iod. 
Pethe general rule unquestionably is that where the Statute 
of Limitations has once begun to run, no su uent disa- 
bility will arrest it. But we have already seen thata legis- 
lative enactment suspends the running of the statute, and 
the same result follows from the declaration of war by the 
supreme power of the land. 

or it isa a principle of the law of nations 
that the right ofa creditor to sue for the recovery of his debt 
is not extinguished by the war, it is only suspended during 
the war, and revives in full force on the restoration of peace. 
A war then certainly existed between Tennessee and the 
Federal Government, from the President's proclamation of 
August 16th, 1861, and although a civil war, yet, accord, it 
to the decision of the Supreme Court in the Cases fa 
carried with it all the consequences and disabilities ©, | 
public war, one of which (as we have seen) was the e 
sion of the right to sue during the war. It follows, therefor ’ 
that the plaintiff in this case could have instituted no pro 
*ceedings in this court until was proclaimed by the 





President’s proclamation of June 13th, 1865. 
This suspension being by the exercise of the paramount 
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authority of the Government, cannot be held to work a for-’ 
feiture of the plaintiff’s cause of action ; but that his right to 
sue, suspended by the war, revived when it ceased. And as 
it has not been three years from the maturity of the cause of 
action tothe commencement of the war, and from the ter- 
mination of the war to the commencement of this suit, this 
suit is not barred by limitation, and the demurrer is there- 


fore overruled. 


The case being then, by agreement, submitted to the court, 
judgment is entered for the full amount of the plaintiff's 
claim, together with interest from the 26th of April, 1861, to 
the 16th of August, 1861, and from the 13th of June, 1865, to 


date, no interest being allowed for the time during which the 
war lasted. 


SOCIETIES AND INSTITUTIONS. 
METROPOLITAN AND PROVINCIAL LAW ASSO- 
CIATION. 








THE Poticies or AssURANCE AcT, 1867, AND THE AssIGN- 
MENT OF CHOSES IN ACTION.* 

I premise that I have no private knowledge of the history 
of this Act or of its intention, except so far as the same may 
be gathered from its language. Having had occasion to con- 
sider it in order to make use of it, and having found it de- 
fective, or at least doubtful in construction, I record my 
views for examination and discussion. 

The full title of the Act, ‘* An Act to enable Assignees of 
Policies of Life Assurance to sue thereon in their own 
Names,” is descriptive only of the first clause to;which alone 
one preamble of the Act has any reference. In addition to 
that object the Act attempts to accomplish the following :— 

1. To embody in a statutory form the rules of the Courts 
of Equity as to priority of notice. 

2. To oblige insurance companies to give a formal acknow- 
ledgment of receipt of notices of assignments of polices. 

3. To establish a short form of assignment. 

The first clause of the Act provides substantially that the 
assignee of a policy of insurance may sue in his own name 
for the money secured by the policy, if at the time he brings 
the action he has a right in equity to receive and give an 
effectual discharge to the assurance company, and the opera- 
tion of this first clause is made retrospective, the words 
being any person or corporation ‘‘ now being” or hereafter 
becoming entitled, &c. 

To ascertain how far this clause will alter the law and 
practice, let us consider what was the state of the law at the 
time of passing the Act. 

The money secured by a policy of assurance being a chose 
tn action, although directly assignable in equity, is only in- 
directly assignable at common law by means of a power of 
attorney from the assignor to the assignee. 

The ordinary difficulties and defects of this roundabout 
mode of assignment are increased, in the case of a policy of 
assurance, by the doctrine that the power of attorney, which 
is at law the effectual part of the assignment is, notwith- 
standing it is coupled with an interest, revoked at law by the 
death of the assignor : Watson v. King, 4 Camp. 272, that is, 
it ceases just at the very time it is wanted to come into 
operation ; and although a different construction prevails in 
Courts of Equity : Spooner v. Sandilands, 1 Y. & Coll. C. C. 
390, yet the practice of insurance companies is, I believe,to 
require the concurrence of the executors or administrators 
of the assignor, whenever the assignment is by way of mort- 


e. 
a is a solitary case of Offley v. Gray, reported only in 
16 L. J. N. 8. Ch. 512, in which the late Master of the Rolls 
ordered an insurance company to pay a mortgage, without 
the concurrence of the representatives of the mortgagor, but 
it does not appear to have affected the course of business. 
This principle, that the money secured by a policy is not 
assignable at all at law directly, has not been duly considered 
by the framer of this Act, who seems to have thought that 
the necessity imposed on the assignor to sue in his own name 
was a defect of the present mode of assignment instead of 
being, as it is, the only mode by which, at law, the assign- 
ment can be made at all. What the clause ought to have 
done seems tome to provide that policies of insurance should 
be assignable at law, as well as in equity, so that the assignee 
might sue in his own name ; and that, subject to the subse- 
quent provisions as to notice and priority given by notice, 
* A paper read at the Metropolitan and Provincial Law Associa- 
tion’s annual meeting on the 8th ult. by Professor Johnson, of Bir- 





——————= 
every oe of a policy of assurance should, unless 
restrained, and as far as the assurance companies are con. 
cerned, have full power to sue and give effectual receipts for 
the money secured by the policy, and so to discharge the 
assurance company from all responsibility. It would 
to be more in accordance with recent legislation (see 29 § 93 
Vict. c. 35, s. 23) and certainly more convenient, that 
assignee of a policy of assurance should (unless the contrary by 
provided by the deed under which he claims), have as, 
matter of course the power which the first clause requires to be 
expressly given to him. 

assing over for the present the intermediate clauses, it 
will be here convenient to inquire whether, if we avail oy. 
selves of the short form of assignment in three lines, which 
the Act provides by section 5 and the schedule, the assignee 
will be in a position to avail himself of the first section, an 
it seems to be clear that ifhis assignment is not absolute, byt 
by way of mortgage, he will not. 

It will be observed that under the first section the assigne, 
must “have a right in equity to receive and a right to give 
an effectual discharge to the assurance company” for the 
moneys secured by the policy. The form of assignment given 
in the schedule contains no such express power. Section § 
does not confer it, and therefore an assignee in adopting the 
short form should be careful to ascertain that he has this 
power impliedly and altogether independent of this form of 
assignment. 

Now assignments of policies seem to be divisible into thres 
classes : (1) Absolute purchases, (2) Settlements upon trusts, 
(3) Mortgages. 

As to the first kind of assignments, namely, absolute pur- 
chases, a power to give receipts in equity would no doubt be 
implied from the very nature of the transaction as vesting 
the whole legal and equitable estate (if those terms may be 
used as to a policy) in the assignee. 

As to the second and third kinds of assignments, namely, 
settlements and mortgages, if the trustee or mortgagee is to 
have this power, and it be not expressed in the assignment, it 
must be because the case falls within some of the provisions 


, of Lord St. Leonard’s Act, or Lord Cranworth’s Act. 


The receipt clause in Lord St. Leonard’s Act (22 & 28 Vict. 
c. 35 sec. 23) cannot apply to this case, first because it only 
refers to payments of ‘* purchase or mortgage” money, and 
the money paid by the assurance company on a policy is 
neither the one nor the other ; and, secondly, the interpreta. 
tion (clause 25) confines the term mortgage to securities on 
landed property. 

Lord Cranworth’s Act, 1860 (28 & 24 Vict.c. 145) contains 
two provisions, section 12 and section 29. Section 12only 
applies to mortgagees of lands, but section 29 provides more 
extensively that the receipts in writing of any trustees or 
trustee for any money payable to them or him by reason or 
in exercise of any trusts or powers reposed or vested in them 
or him shail be a sufficient discharge. Although for some 
purposes a mortgagee is a trustee ; yet, as in this same Act 
a different set of provisions are made for trustees, this latter 
clause will no doubt be confined to the case of trustees pro- 
perly so called. 

On the whole, therefore, it would appear clear that in that 
large class of assignments of policies by way of mortgage, 
the short form of assignment given by the Act would be un- 
safe, as it would neitker give the assignee the benefit of the 
first clause, of suing in his own name, nor give him the 
right which a power of attorney would of suing in the name 
of the assignee at law, but would be a mere assignment in 
equity. In order that the short form of assignment should 
be of universal utility, it ought to have provided that it 
should have had the effect of entitling the assignee to sue in 
his own name and giving effectual receipts. 

Returning now to the other sections of the Act, the second 
provides that equitable pleas and replications shall be 
admissible in all actions on policies, a provision which is of 
course absolutely necessary after the first clause has made 
the equitable title of the assignee to be a necessary part of 
his right to sue. 

The third section is intended to accomplish three objects. 
Ist. To necessitate giving notice by an assignor as a con- 
dition precedent to his right to sue, 

2nd. To regulate the priority of the rights of assignees by 
the priority of their notices, 

3rd. To protect insurance companies against claims of 
which they have no notice, : 
The first part of the section is really another condition 





toingham. 


added to the one imposed by the first section, and taking 
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own 

; but, every assignee becoming such after the 20th 
day of August, 1867, may sue in his own name; (1) if he 
jase right in equity to receive the money; and (2) if he 
jas given notice of his assignment to the insurance com- 


Mth second and third parts of this section do not appear 
todo more than partially embody the well settled doctrines 
of courts of equity on the subject, which were :— 

Ist. That notice to the assurance company was necessary 
to perfect the title of the wagers of a policy, not only as 
against subsequent assignees for value, but also as against 
assignees in bankruptcy who were entitled to the policy as 
being in the brankrupts order and disposition, unless and 
until notice had been given. See the recent cases of Hdwards 
y. Martin, 14 W. R. 25, 1 L. R. Eq. 121, and Green v. Ingham, 
15 W. R. 841. ye eecy the assignor himself of course the 

ignment was always valid. 2nd. The date at which 
aan wes given and not the date of assignment regulated 
the priorities of different assignees ; and, 3rd, the insurance 
company were protected in equity from all dealings with a 
policy of which they had no notice. 

This section has now, as to al] assignments after 20th 
August, 1867, made giving notice a condition of the right to 
ge under section one. 

In connexion with this provision, section 6 obliges every 
assurance company, on request in writing, and on payment 
ofa fee not exceeding five shillings, to give a written acknow- 
ledgment of the receipt ofany notice. In practice, I believe, 
assurance companies always do this, but if for the sake of 
public convenience it is desirable to oblige them to under- 
take this responsibility, there seems no reason why the pro- 
vision should not have gone a step further and obliged insur- 
ance companies to state whether they had received any and 
what notice of any eee assignment. If the object were 
to give increased validity and confidence to dealings with 
policies, it is surely necessary that the intending assignee 
should have some means of protecting himself pager any 
fraud on the part of the assignor by having the right to 
require information as to previous incumbrances ; or other- 
wise the five shilling acknowledgment which he is entitled 
to under the Act may lull him into a false security. 

By the 8th section policies and contracts under ‘‘ The 
Savings Banks Annuities Act, 1853,” ‘The Government 
Annuities Act, 1854,” and ‘*The Friendly Societies Act ” 
are exempted from the operation of the statute. 

The practical use of the Act seems to me to be that in 
future assignments of policies we may omit altogether the 
power of attorney, but that itis necessary in some cases, 
and advisable ‘n all, to have a formal declaration that the 
receipt of the assignee shall effectually discharge the assur- 
ance company and relieve them from the responsibility of 
seeing to the application of the money secured by the policy. 

The provisions as to notice do not make any alteration in 
the present practice, except that the notice must contain 
the date and purport of the assignment. 

An important question is suggested by the principle of 
this Act, namely—Why should the legal assignment of debt 
be still complicated by the cumbrous machinery of a power 
of attorney? The antiquated reason given by Lord Coke 
10 bac g 48, that if choses in action were to be granted or as- 
signed it would be the occasion of multiplying contentions 
and suits, of great oppression of the people, and the subver- 
sion of the due and equal execution of justice, has certainly 
ceased to have any force. If it had, such assignments ought 
to be prohibited altogether. All that this effete principle 
now does is, not to prevent such assignments, but to compli- 
cate them, and considering the enormous and increasing 
portion of the wealth of the country, which consists only in 
what are called ‘‘ choses in action,” it is high time that some 
simple and convenient mode of es were provided by 
the Legislature, and it would not be difficult to introduce 
into a short Act the rules as to giving notice and for the 
protection of the debtors, which has been carefully elaborated 

y the decisions of courts of equity. There can be no real 
distinction between a debt due on a policy of assurance and 
a debt due from A.to B. and the principle sanctioned in 
the one case must be followed in the other. 


LAW STUDENTS’ DEBATING SOCIETY. 
A testator directs his executors to lay out a sum of 
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poth sections together their effect is this—every assignee ofa | use of his married daughter. Before the sum is so laid out 
on or before the 20th day of August, 1867, may suein | the daughter directs the executors in writing to my the 
re name if he hasa right in equity to receive the | money to her husband, to whom it was accordingly paid. 


The daughter dies during coverture—has her heir at law any 
right in respect of the fund against the executors or the 
husband ? Oldham v. Hughes, 2 Atk. 452 ; Taylor v. Meads, 
13 W.R. 394; Lechmere v. Brotheridge, 11 W.R. 814. 

At the Law Institution on Tuesday last the debate on the 
above subject was opened by Mr. Munton in the affirmative, 
but on a division the question was carried in the negative by 
a considerable majority. 





LAW STUDENTS’ JOURNAL. 


PRELIMINARY EXAMINATIONS. 


The preliminary examination in general knowledge will 
take place on Wednesday the 13th and Thursday the 14th 


“May, 1868, and will comprise :— 


1. Reading aloud a passage from some English author. 

2. Writing from dictation. 

3. English Grammar. ; 

4, Writing a short English composition. 

5. Arithmetic—A competent knowledge of the first four 
rules, simple and compound. 

6. Geography of Europe and of the British Isles. 

7. History—Questions on English history. ; 

8. Latin—Elementary knowledge of Latin. 

9. 1. Latin. 2. Greek, Ancient or Modern. 3. Fsench 
4, German. 5. Spanish. 6. Italian. 

The special examiners have selected the following books, 
in which candidates will be examined in the subjects num- 
bered 9 at the examination on the 13th and 14th May, 
1868 :— 

> Latin—Cicero, De Amicitia, or Horace, Odes, Book 


In Greek—Homer, Iliad, Book VI. 

In modern Greek — Bevrorie ‘Isropia ris 
BiBator C’. 

In French—Xavier de Maistre, Voyage autour de ma 
chambre, or Moliére, I.’ Avare. 

In German—Schiller, Jungfrau von Orleans, or Lessing’s 
Fabeln. 

In Spanish—Cervantes, Don Quixote, cap. xv. to xxx. 
both inclusive ; or, Moratin, El Si de las Nifias. 

In Italian—Manzoni’s I Promessi Sposi, cap. i. to viii., 
both inclusive ; or, Tasso’s Gerusalemme, 4, 5, and 6 cantos; 
and Volpe’s Eton Italian Grammar. 

With reference to the subjects numbered 9, each candidate 
will be examined in one language only, according to his 
selection. Candidates will have the choice of either of the 
above-mentioned works. 

The examinations will be held at the Incorporated Law 
Society’s Hall, Chancery-lane, London, and at some of the 
following towns :--Birmingham, Brighton, Bristol, Cam- 
bridge, Cardiff, Carlisle, Carmarthen, Chester, Durham, 
Exeter, Lancaster, Leeds, Lincoln, Liverpool, Maidstone, 
Manchester, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Oxford, Plymouth, 
Salisbury, Shrewsbury, Swansea, Worcester, York. 

Candidates are required by the judges’ orders to give one 
calendar month’s notice to the Incorporated Law Society, 
before the day appointed for the examination, of the lan- 
guage in which they propose to be examined, the place at 
which they wish to be examined, and their age and place 
of education. . All notices should be addressed to the Secre- 
tary of the Incorporated Law Society, Chancery-lane, W.C. 


"A wtpiniis, 








. COURT PAPERS. 


The erway loser have been made under the Common 
Law Judges Chambers ( Despatch of Business Act,) 1867. 

* General rules of Michaelmas Term, 1867 :— 

** Whereas by the Statute madefand ed in the session 
of Parliament, held in the 30th and 31st years of the reign of 
her Majesty, intituled ‘an Act to provide for the better 
despatch of business in the chambers of the Judges of the 
anes Courts ef Common Law,’ it is enacted that it shall 
be lawful for a majority of all the judges of the said courts, 


which majority shall include the two Chief Justices or one of 
the Chief Justices and the Chief Baron, from time to time, 
to make and publish general rules for certain purposes therein 
mentioned— 





£10,000 in the purchase of fee simple lands for the separate 


It is therefore ordered that the masters of the said Courts 
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of Common Law at Westminster be and each of them rs 
an 

transact all such business and exercise all such authority and 
jurisdiction in respect of the same as by virtue of any statue, or 
custom, or by the rules and practice of the said courts or any 
of them respectively, were at the time of the passing of the 
said Act, and are now done, transacted, or exercised by any 
judge of the said courts sitting at chambers, except in respect 
of matters relating to the liberty of the the subject, and 
except (unless by the consent of the parties) in respect of the 


hereby empowered and required to do all such things 


following proceedings and matters, that is to say :— 
All matters relating to criminal proceedings ; 


The removal of causes from inferior courts other than 
the removal of judgments for the purpose of having execu- 


tion; 
Prohibitions and injunctions ; 


The referring of causes under the Common Law Pro- 


cedure Act, 1854 ; 


The rectifying of omissions or mistakes in the.register 


under the Joint Stock Companies Act ; 


Interpleader—other than such matters arising in inter- 


pleader as relate to practice only ; 


Discovery—whether by inspection of documents, in- 


terrogatories, or otherwise ; 
Reviewing taxation of costs ; 
Staying proceedings after verdict ; 
Acknowledgments of married women ; 
Leave to sue in formd pauperis ; 


Orders charging stock, funds, annuities, or shares, or 


dividends, or annual produce thereof. 


‘* Thatin case any matter shall appear to the master to be 
proper for the decision of a judge the master may refer the 


same toa judge, and the judge may either dispose of the 
matter or refer the same back to the master, with such direc- 
tions as he may think fit. 

‘* That appeals from the master’s order or decision shall be 
made by summons, such summons to be taken out within 
four days after the decision complained of, or such further 
time as may be allowed by a judge or master. The appeal 
to be no stay unless so ordered by a judge or Master. The 
costs of such appeal shall be in the discretion of the judge. 

‘* That all summonses be issued by a judge as heretofore, 
but that orders by the Masters be made in their own names. 

‘* That the scale of costs for all matters done by and before 
the masters shall be the same as are fixed for business done 
by and before the judges. 

‘That the same fees shall be taken in respect of business 
transacted before the master at chambers as are now taken 
when the same business is transacted before a judge. 

‘* That these rules take effect on the 1st of January, 1868, 

“* A, E. CocKBuRN. 
‘*W. Bovitt. 
‘* Fitzroy KELy. 
‘*SaAMUEL Martin. 
“J. S. WiILzEs. 
“*G, BRAMWELL. 
“W. F. CHANNELL. 
“* J. BARNARD Byes. 
“*CoLIn BLACKBURN. 
“H.S. Kratina. 
“*Jxo. MELLOR. 
“*G. Picorrt, 
‘* Wm. SHEE. 
** MonTaGvueE SMITH. 
** Ropert Lusu.” 
COMMON LAW PROCEDURE ACT, 1854, 
OrpeR 1N Councit. F 
The following order has been issued by the Privy 
Council :— 
18th Nov. 1867.—Whereas, by the Common Law Pro. 
cedure Act, 1867, it is enacted that it shall be lawful for 
Her Majesty, from time to time, by an Order in Council, 
to direct that all or any part of the provisions of the said 
Act shall apply to all or any Court or Courts of Record in 
England and Wales, and that within one month after such 
order shall have been made and published in the London 
Gazette, such provisions shall extend and apply in manner 
directed by such order, and that any such order may be, 
in like manner, from time to time altered and annulled; 
and that in and by such order Her Majesty may direct by 
whom any powers or duties incident to the provisions ap- 


CI ed 
respect to matters in such court or courts, and may 
any orders or regulations which may be deemed requisits 
for carrying into operation in such court or courts the pro. 
visions so applied. 


the advice of her Privy Council, that certain of the provisions 
of the said Act should be extended and applied to all the 
Courts of Record established under the provisions of the 
County Courts Act, 1846, and also to the City of London 
Court of Record, as constituted by the County Conrts Act, 
1867. 

Now, therefore, her Majesty, by and with the advice 
aforesaid, is pleased to order, and it is hereby ordered, that 
the provisions contained in sections 50, 51, 52, 53, 54, 60, 
61, 62, 63, 64, 65, 66, 67, 83, 84, 85, and 86 of the Common 
sd oad Act, 1854, shall apply to the said Courts of 

ecord. 

And her Majesty is further pleased, by and with the 
advice aforesaid, to direct that the powers and duties in. 
cident to the above mentioned provisions of the Common 
Law Procedure Act, 1854, with respect to matters in the 
said Courts of Records, shall and may be exercised by the 
judges of the said courts respectively, or their respective 
deputies; and to order that the statutes, rules of practice, 
orders, and forms, in force and used in the said Courts of 
Record, shall be adopted with reference to proceedings had 
in such courts under the above-mentioned provisions of the 
Common Law Procedure Act, 1854, so far as the same are 
applicable mutatis mutandis. 





WINTER CIRCUITS, 1867. 
Saturday, Nov. 30.—Manchester, Martin, B., and Shee, 
J.; Warwick, Keating, J.; Winchester, Mellor, J. 
Monday, Dec. 2.—Durham, Pigott, B. 
Tuesday, Dec. 3.—Norwich, Willes, J. 
Friday, Dec. 6.—Derby, Keating, J.; Leeds, Pigott, B. 
Saturday, Dec. 7.—Bury, Willes, J.; Taunton, Mellor, J, 
Wednesday, Dec. 11.—Liverpool, Martin, B., and Shee, 
J.; Chester, Keating, J. 
Thursday, Dec, 12.—Lewes, Willes, J. 
Friday, Dec. 18. — Gloucester, Mellor, J.; York, 
Pigott, B. 
onday, Dec. 16.—Hereford, Mellor, J. 
Tuesday, Dec. 17.—Hertford, Willes, J.; Stafford, Keat- 


ing, J. 
ednesday, Dec. 18.—Worcester, Mellor, J. 








~ Tue Austrian Prenat Copz.—In virtue of the new law 
reforming the penal code of Austria, all the prisoners confined in 
the gaols of the Empire have been relieved of their chains. 





PUBLIC COMPANIES. 


ENGLISH FUNDS AND RAILWAY STOCK. 
Last Quotation, Nov. 29, 1867, 
(From the Official List of the actual business transacted.) 
RAILWAY STOCK. 






















Shares. Railways. Paid, |Closing Prices. 
Stock | Bristol and Exeter .......... eoneecosececoesonece 100 82 
Stock | Caledonian 100 15h 
Stock | Glasgow and South-Western .....cscesseeee 100 "96 
Stock | Great Eastern Ordinary Stock ............ 100 31 
Stock} Do., East Anglian Stock, No. 2 ......... 100 64 
Stock | Great Northern 100 107% 
Stock Do., A StOCK* ....ssssserees pbevesecsoecececsse 100 112 
Stock | Great Southern and Western of Ireland| 100 
Stock | Great Western— Original .........ssescseree 100 46 
Stock Do., West Midland—Oxford... . 100 30 
Stock D0.,40.—NEWPOrt ...scecsrersseeees teeseseee | 100 31 
Stock | Lancashire and Yorkshire ......... deoseesee 100 124 
Stock | London, Brighton, and South Co ese 53: 
Stock | London, Chatham, and Dover., 19 
Stock | London and North-Western..... iu 


London and South-Western ., 





























Stock | Manchester, Sheffield, and Lincoln 47 
Stock | Metropolitan 11 
Stock | Midland 1 i] 
Stock | Do., Birmingham and Derby. .........0+4| 81 
Stock | North British 1 33 
Stock | North London 116 
10 | Do., 1866 64 
8tock | North Staffordshire 62 
Stock | South Devon 43 
Stock | South-Eastern 684 
Stock | Taff Vale ‘ seestevet 100 147 
10 Do., C = 




















plied under the said Act shall and may be exercised with 





* A receives uo dividend until 6 per cent, has been paid to B, 


And whereas it has seemed fit to her Majesty, by and with . 
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gper Cent. Consols, 95 
bio for Account, 935 
sper Cent Reduced, 934 
New 3 per Cent., 933 

Do, 34 per Cent., Jan, ’94 
Do, 24 per Cent., Jan. 794 


Do. (Red Sea T.) Aug. 1908 20} 
Ex Bills, £1000, — per Ct. 

Ditto, £500, Do — 

Ditto, £100 & £200, — pm 

Bank of England Stock, 54 per 
Do.5 per Cent., Jan. ’72 Ct. (last half-year) 2444 
Annuities, Jan. ’80 — Ditto for Account, 


INDIAN GOVERNMENT SECURITIES. 
[India Stk., 10} p Ct.Apr.’74, 225 Ind. Enf. Pr., 5p C., Jan.’72, 1033 


Ditto for Account Ditto, 54 per Cent., May,’79. 1094 
Ditto Sper Cent., July, 80 1153 Ditto Debentures, per Cent., 
Ditto for Account, — April, 64 — 

Ditto 4 per Ceat., Ocb. ’88 1005 Do. Do., 5 per Cent., Aug. ’73 106 


Do. Bonds, 5 per Ct., £1000, — pm 


Ditto, ditto, Certificates, — 
Ditto, ditto, under £1000, — pm 


Ditto Enfaced Ppr., 4 per Cent. 








MonzEY MARKET AND City INTELLIGENCE. 
Thursday Night. 

Thefunds exhibit an improvement this week, and the proba- 

bility of no loan being required to meet the Abyssinian expenses 
ted to confirm this increase of steadiness. Foreign securities 
show an increase of firmness; in the railway share market 

the depression was, up to the close of the week, unabated, and 
although the amount in the market was inadequate for the pur- 
chases made; the distrust with which these investments are 
viewed still kept the prices down. Caledonian stock was especially 
heavy. At the last, however, a general increase of activity was 
attended by a sudden movement in home railway investments. 
The rise in this description originated with the announcement 
of the signature of a working agreement between the South 
Eastern, Brighton, and London, Chatham, and Dover Companies 
which may probably save these companies a large sum in working 
—. uch excitement ensued, and prices rose rapidly, not 

y in the shares of these lines, but of others which can hardly 
be influenced by them. Caledonian rose nearly 4, Midland 
and some others 2, and the contracting lines about 1}. 

Inthe discount market, there is a fair supply and demand. 

Rentes 69f. 1c. 








THE scheme of arrangement under the Railway Companies Act, 
1867, in the matter of the Teign Valley Railway Company, 
confirmed by Vice-Chancellor Malins on the 22nd, which we 
noticed last week (sup. p. 77) as the first scheme under the Act 
was prepared by Messrs. Partridge and Edwards, solicitors, of 
a, and settled by Mr. Reilly, the draftsman of the 

ct. 








ESTATE EXCHANGE REPORT. 


AT THE MART. 
Nov. 13.—By Messrs, Norton, Trist, Watney, & Co. 

Freehold residence, known as Gothic Cottage, situate at West-green, 
Tottenham, with stabling, coach-house, cottage, farm buildings, 
pleasure grounds and meadow land, the whole containing 5a Or 30p 
—Sold for £3,450. 

Freehold house, shop, and buildings, situate in the Market-place, 
Kingston, let at £96 per annum—Sold for £2,650, 

By Messrs. Epwin Fox & BousFiELp. 

Freehold estates, known as Row Wood Farm, and Phillip Hill Wood, 
situate in the parishes of Chalfont, St. Gile’s, and St. Peter’s, Bucks, 
comprising a residence, with buildings, and 427 acres of arable, 
meadow, and wood land, of the rental valueef £650 per annum— 
Sold for £13,650. 

Leasehold residence, No. 3, Eastborne-terrace, Paddington, let on 
lease at £90 per annum, term, 96 years from 1842, at £6 per annum 
—Sold for £1,230. 

Leasehold residence, No, 23, Priory-road, Kilburn, let at £80 per 
es term, 96 years from 1853, at £12 per annum—Sold for 

Leasehold premises, No. 44, South Molton-street, Oxford-street, let on 
lease at £50 per annum ; term, 90 years from 1866, at £3 per annum 
—Sold for £930 

Nov. 21.—By Messrs. Dent & Son, 

Freehold estate, comprising the George public-house, with stabling and 
house adjoining ; also the residence known as Bartrams, with grounds 
stabling, outbuildings, cottage, and 11} acres of land, situate at Hamp- 
stead—Sold for £19,260, 

By Messrs. Futter & Horsey. 

Freehold Manufactering Premises, situate in Wallis-road, Hackney 
Wick—Sold for £5,000, 

Nov. 25.—By Messrs, Norton, Trist, WatNer, & Co. 

Lease, &c., of the mercantile offices situate No. 1, Railway-place, 
and 36, Crutched-friars, Mark-lane, City; term, 164 years from 
1867, at £210 per annum-—Sold for £1,250. 

Leasehold, 2 residences, Nos. 20 & 30, Albert-square, Clapham-road, 
producing £125 per annum; term, 99 years from 1846, at £5 each 
per annum—Sold for £1,300, 

Freehold building land, situate fronting Wickham-lane, leading from 
Woolwich to Welling, Bexley, &c, Lot | sold for £30. Lot 12 sold 
for £35. Lot 13sold for £30. Lot 14 sold for £30. Lot 15 sold for 
£30. Lot 16 sold for £230, Lot 17 sold for £30, Lot 18 sold for £45. 
Lot 28 sold for £30, Lot 29 sold for £30. 

Freehold building land, situate fronting Blackthorn and Sherwood- 

streets, Bromley, Middlesex—Lot 12 sold for £95, 


—Sold for £34,000. 

Freehold orchard and 28 acres of land, situate in High-street, Wat- 
ford—Sold for £3,350. 

Nov. 27.—By Messrs. Epwin Fox & Bous¥Fixztp. 

Leasehold warehouse, No. 14, Watling-street, City; term, 65 years 
from 1864, at £230 per annum—Sold for £1,900. 

Freehold house, No. 1!, Great Prescott-street, Goodman’s-fields; let 
at £40 per annum—Sold for £775. 


BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS. 


BIRTHS. 

BAMFORD—On Nov. 22, the wife of John Bamford, Esq., Solicitor, of 
Askborne, Derbyshire, of a son. 

DALZIEL—On Nov. 14, at 28, Dublin-street, Edinburgh, the wife of 
John Dalziel, Esq., Writer to the Signet, of a son. 

FEARON—On Nov. 21, at 41, St. George’s-road, Eccleston-square, the 
wife of Francis Fearon, Esq., of a son. 

GORDON—0n Nov. 24, at Ellerslie, East Croydon, the wife of Frederick 
Gordon, Esq., Solicitor, of a son. 

HOPWOOD—On Nov. 25, the wife of James T. Hopwood, Esq., Barrister 
at-Law, of a son. 

TAGART—On Nov. 21, at No. 25, Westbourne-park, Bayswater, W., the 
wife of Charles F. Tagart, Esq., of a daughter. 

TRUEFITT—On Nov. 21, at 24, Friston-villas, Richmond, the wife of F. 
Truefitt, Esq., Solicitor, of a son. 

ULLITHORNE—0n Nov, 25, at 13, Cottage-road, Eaton-square, the wife 
of Oscar A. Ullithorne, Esq., of Gray’s-inn, of a daugbter. 

VIANT—On Nov. 14, at Parkstone, Poole, Dorset, the wife of Jol 
Viant, Esq., Solicitor, of a son. 

MARRIAGES. 

LINGHAM—HEWITT—On Nov. 21, at St. Bartholomew’s, Sydenham, 
Alfred Fraser Lingham, Esq., of Lincoln’s-inn and Calcutta, to Emily 
Sarah, daughter of George Hewitt, Esq., of Kingston-villa, Sydenham- 
park, and Calvert’s-buildings, Southwark. 

LIVERSIDGE—HAIGH—On Nov. 27, at the parish church, Brayton, 
Mr. Henry Liversidge, of Selby, Merchant, to Ellen Mary, daughter of 
John L. Haigh, Esq., Solicitor, Selby. 

PARKIN—ELWIS—On Nov. 27, at the parish church, Doncaster, Alfred 
Parkin, Esq., Solicitor, Doncaster and Epworth, to Hannah Maria, 
daughter of John Elwis, Esq., ot Doncaster. 

ROOPE—TEGART—On Nov. 21, at the Oratory, Brompton, Gerard 
Roope, Esq., Barrister-at-Law, of the Middle Temple, to Alice Cathe- 
rine, daughter of the late Edward Tegart, Esq., of Dover-street. 

DEATHS 

GLASSFORD—On Nov. 22, at 40, Rose Angle, Dundee, Donald Giassford, 
Esq., Solicitor. 

ORPEN—Oa Oct. 10, at Jamaica, Charles W. D. E. Orpen, Esq., Barris- 
ter-at-Law, Resident Magistrate in that island. 








LONDON GAZE TES. 


4M inding-up of Joint Stock Compantes 
Fripad Nov. 22, 1867. 
Lrm1tgp In CHANCERY. 

London Discount Company (Limited).—Petition for continuing wind- 
ing up, presernted Nov 19, directed to be heard before Vice-Chan- 
cellor Malins, on Dec 6. J. & W. Galsworthy, Old Jewry-chambers , 
solicitors for the petitioner. 

Strand Printing and Publishing Company (Limited).—By an order 
made by the Master of the Rolls dated Nov 12, it was ordered that 
the above company be wound up, and William Fleet Smart, 33, 
Coleman-st, was appointed provisionally Official Liquidator. Miller 
& Smith, Watling-st, solicitors fer the petitioner. 

Valencia Land Company (Limited).—By an order made by the Master 
of the Rolls, dated Nov 9, it was ordered that the above company be 
wound up. Flux & Co, East India-avenue, solicitors for the peti- 
tioner. 

British and American Telegraph Company (Limited).—By an order 
made by the Vice-Chancellor Wood, dated Nov 15, it was 0! 
that the above company be wound up. Lewis & Co, Old Jewry, 
solicitors for the petitioner. 

STANNARIES OF CORNWALL. 

West Condurrow Mining Company.—By an order made by the Vice 
Warden, dated Nov |8, it was erdered that the above company be 
wound up. Hodge & Co, Truro. 

Torspax, Nov. 26, 1867. 
LimttED IN CHANCERY. 
The Clergy Club and Hotel Company (Limited),—Creditors are re- 
uired, on or before Dec 9, to send their names and addresses, and 
the particulars of their debts or claims, to Martin T. Hood, 24, 
Charles-st, St James’-sq. 

Dylais Coal and Iron Company (Limited).—Petition that all further 
proceedings may be stayed, and that the winding-up of this com- 
pany may be continued voluntarily, presented Oct 24, directed to 

heard before Vice-Chancellor Stuart on Friday, Dec 6. Vining 
& Son, Moorgate-st-bidgs, solicitors for the petitioner. 

Enamel Porelain Company (Limited).—By an order made by the 
Master of ‘the Rolls, dated Nov 16, it was ordered that the above 
company be woundup. Flux & Co, solicitors for the petitioner. 

Manchester Merchant Tailors’ Com; (Limited).—By an order 
by the Vice-Chancellor Malins, dated Nov 15, it was ordered that 
the above company be wound up. Holcombe, Warwick-ct, Gray’s- 
inn, soliciters for the petitioner. ‘ 

Oriental Inland Steam Company (Limited).—Creditors are required 
on or before March 1, to send their names and addresses, and the 
particulars of their debts or claims to James Bolton, 122, Leaden- 
hall-st. Monday, April 20, at 12, is appointed for hearing and ad 
judicating upon the said debts and claims, 
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Creditors under Estates in Chancery. 


Last Day of Proof. 
Frrpay, Nov. 22, 1867. 

Coldwell, Fanny wonitiy Carleton, York, Spinster. Dec 11. Popple- 
ton v Walker, M 

Dawson, Jo Oy Chambrerie, France, Esq. Dec 13. Dawsonv 
Stansfeld, Cs. Wood. 

Gardner, Christopher, Burnham, Essex, Farmer. Dec20. Gardnerv 
Gardner, V. C. Wood. 


ov. a1 ener, Hants, Brewer. Dec2l. Eaton v Hopwood, 


Gosnell, Fredk, seventeen, Middle Temple, Barrister. Dec 20, 
Gosnell v Gosnell, M 
Gott, John, Wyther, 7-9 Esq. Dec 23, Allan » Gott, V.C. Wood. 
Mackenzie, Napier Louisa;Johnston. hag Hyde-pk, Widow. 
Dec 14, ieimoen ¢ Mackenzie, V. C. M: 
Pree Tc wae, Stoke Damerel, — Jan 10. Stonelake v 


Radcliffe, nga 1, Gent. Jani. Malcolm » Grote, M. R. 
da-hill, Silversmith. Dec 13. Adams v 


oe, Cg te 
Wilkin. Al ni st tary Ase, Yeast Importer. Deo 14. Wilkin v Wilkin, 


Tusspay, Nov. 26, 1867. 


wer moo a“ yy by-Dale, Derby, Farmer. Jan 1. Bland ov 
vans, 
Burgon, Wm, Martin’s-lane, Cannon-st, Solicitor. Dec 14. Gill » 


Burgon, V.C. W 


Wood. 
Johnstone, Rosina, eae Islin; Spinster. Dec 20. John- 
stone v Story, M. R. ig = 


Mawdsley, Esther, Haigh, nr Wigan, Lancaster, Farmer. Dec 15. 
Mawdsley v Mawdsley, V. C. Malins. 
Geo Jackson, Wardrobe-pl, Doctor’s- enna, Commercial 
raveller. Dec 31. Ginder o Page, V. C. Stuar 
Watts, John, Wilton-Lod. + eaterante, Regent’s ok Gent. Deo 21. 
Johnson # Johnson, V. . Malins. 


Wavell, Thos, sen, Landport, Southampton, Gent. Dec 19. Wavelle 
Hefiren, V. C. Malins. 


Williams, John, Waterloo-bridge-rd, Draper. Dec 31. 
Turnbull, V. C. Stuart. 


Creditors under 22 & 23 Vict. cay. 35. 


Last Day of Claim, 
Fripay, Nov. 22, 1867. 
Airey, Hy Holme, Selside, Westmorland, Clerk, Jan 1. 
en 
sigan, Wm Ansell, Burford, Oxford, Yeoman. Dec 20. Price & 
Son, Burford. 
Anderton, Saml, Gawsworth, Chester, Farmer. 
lesfield. 


Williams v 


Harrison & 


Dec 25. Parrott & 


Baster, Lucy, Winnersh-grove, Berks, Widow. Jan 1. Wheeler, 
Wokingham. 
Butterfield, Richd, Thavies-inn, Holborn, Carper Buyer. Dec 14, 


Southee, Ely-pl. 
Clark, Hy, Bristol, Surgeon. Jan 10. Clark, Bristol. 
Evans, Danl, Pontardawe, Glamorgan, Excise Officer. 


Dec 31, 
& Cu 
Fothe 


rtis, Neath. 

ill, Matthew, Cefnrychdir, Monmouth, Gent. Jan 3. 
Gray’s-inn-sq. 

Ford, Richd Pape, Withington, Manch, Merchant. 
wood, Manch, 


Holden, Adam, Bristol, Gent. Jan 1. Livett, Bristol. 
Hunter, H Eestheringhem, Kilburne, Derby, Esq. Jan 22. Burton 
& Son, Nottingham. 
bag og aga Dock-rd, Poplar, Clothier. Dec 20, Marsh, 
igh-st, 
Lister, John, Fyest Retford, Nottingham, Gent. Jan 1. 
East Retford. 


Jones 
Hunt, 


Jan 15. Hen- 


Mee & Co, 


itiadd, Thos, Avenue-rd, St John’s-wood, Tailor. Dec 31. Wat- 
kins & Co, Sackvil’e-st. 

Midworth, Wm, Mansfield, Nottingham,” Esq. Dec 27. Watson & 
Wadsworth, Nottingham. 

eo Peter, The Brook, nr Lpool, Gent. Dec 20. .Grimmer, 

Pai eo Edwd, an wag Camden-town, Butcher. Jan 1. Walters 

a _— atherine, Witton, Norfolk, Widow. Jan 22. Fox, 

Pitt, Wm Grey, Boulogne, France, Esq. Jan 1. Coombs, Dor- 

Pittman, ‘Richa, + Pie East Indies, Brevet-Major. Dec 31. 
Crosse, B a Doctors’-commons. 

Reeve, John, coln, Builder. Dec 13. Danby. 

on Robt, Corween, Merioneth, Postmaster. Jan 10. Hughes, 
orwen. 

Byall,-H Sey Ran Gothen, Bate, Historical Engraver. Jan1. Lewin 
eve’ honk ton-st, St 


lewmarket, Suffolk, Trainer of Horses. Dec 21. 
ee HE Newmarket. 


Taylor, John, Woodbridge, Suffolk, Gent. Dec 27. Welton, Wood- 
Thornton, Margaret Eliz, Lancaster, Spinster. Dec 9. Bateson, 
Lancaster 


Wade, John, Askrigg, York, Saddler. Dec3!. Winn, Askrigg. 
Wilson, John, Newark-upon-Trent, Nottingham, Malster. Jan 10. 
Tallente & 60, Newark-upon-Trent. 
Turspar, Nov. 26, 1867. 
Bennett, John, Rorwest's-neott Sussex, Licensed Victualler. Dec 
3}. Nash & k-lane, Can 


, Suffo! non: st. 
Jas, Branson & Son, Sheffield. 


feee: Jan 23, 
—_ Chas Harrison, Exeter, Gent. Jan 1. Clarke & Co, Notting- 


Collins, Wm, Millbreok, Cornwall, Gent. Jan 1. Ellworthy} & vy 
Plymouth, Feb! 
e . 


Dawson, Jeremiah, Manch, Gent. Fox, Manch. 


Fergus, John, Plymouth, Devon, Esq. Decl5. Murray & Hatching 
Birchin-lane. sa ‘ spray 
Dee 31, 


Foulerton, Dorothea Juliana, Brighton, Sussex, Spinster. 
Stevens & Wilkinson, Nicholas-lane. 
Leggott, Eleanor, Kingston-upon-Hull, Publican. Dec 27, England 
0, Hull. 
Dec 30. Turner, Carey-st, 


Parkin, Eliz, Parade, Edmonton, Spinster. 
party, Geol oaltenbar Gloucester. Jan 1. Nisbe 
ne, » Gloucester. Jan 1. t & . 
in’s-inn-fields, Co, Lin 
Paterson, Geo, ig gad Stanwell, Esq. Jan1, Kingsford & Dor. 
man, Essex-st, Stran 
re ee aes Brighton, Sussex, Hotel Keeper. Dec 16. Cooper &0o, 


righto 
Ricketts, Chas Milner, Abbey-rd, St John’s-wood, Esq. Jan 1. Hay. 
disty & Rhodes, Gt Marlborough-st. 
Shirreff, Eliza, Chester-sq, Spinster. Dec3l. Turner & Son, Jermyn: 


st, St James’s. 

Swain, Ann, Birm, Spinster. Dec 26. Griffiths & Bloxham, Birm. 

be ee John Liggins, Whitley, Warwick, Liquor Merchant. Jan 

Dewes & Sen, Coventry. 

Whiter, Jehn, Whitley, Warwick, Wine Merchants. Jan 1. Dewey 
& Son, Coventry. 

Worth, Wm, Barkby, Leicester, Grazier. Dec 19. Harris. 
Deeds registered pursuant to Bankruptcy Act, 186], 

Frinay, Nov. 22, 1867. 
ee Barnett, Nottingham, General Dealer. Nov 13. Comp 
e 

Aldrich, ty Gloucester-st, Bloomsbury, Coach Builder. Oct 3, 
Comp. Reg Nov 20. 

Anthony, Fredk Geo, Camberwell-rd, Camberwell, Solicitor’s Clerk, 
Nov 20. Comp. Reg Nov 22. 

Ball, Hy Ezra, George-yd, Lombard- -st, Novl. Comp. Reg Noy 19, 


Barr, Da David, Toxteth-pk, Lpool, Agent. Nov 20. Comp, 

ov 2 

Baugh, Spencer, Forest-rd, Dalston, out of business. Nov 8. Comp. 
Reg 

— h, b nod Hanley, Stafford, Earthenware Dealer. Nov 16, Comp, 

eg Nov 2 

eo We Brackley, Northampton, Attorney’s Clerk. Noy 14, 

Berliner, HY. “Worship-st, Finsbury,Comm Agent. Oct 29, Comp, 
Reg 

Binal, John, * south Shieids, Durham, Builder. Novls. Asst. Reg 

Bradley, Pa Paul, Morley, York, Brush Manufacturer. Nov 11. Comp 
Re; 

Bray by Chas Hy Stewart, & Thos ner. Livesey, Lancaster 
Cotton Spinners. Oct 23. Asst. Reg Nov 19. 

Bridges, — Sheffield, Hat and” Cap Manufacturer. Nov 5, 
Asst. Reg Nov19. 

Brown, Reuben, Morley, York, Draper. Nov6, Comp. Reg Nov22 

Burstall, Wm, Lpool, Brewer. Oct 24. Comp. Reg Nov 19. 

Bushell, Wm, Cheltenham, Gloucester, Ironmonger. Nov 9. Asst, 

Nov 21, 

SS , Sarah, Weybridge, Surrey, Widow. Nov 19. Comp. Reg 
lov 22, , 

Chiswell, Thos, Plymouth, Devon, Draper. Oct 31. Comp. Reg 


Nov 20. 
ag ery “ay ve. Manch, Fancy Dress Comm Agent. Nov 16. Comp. 


cut. Ben! Beni, Deal, Kent, Draper. Nov 15. Comp. Reg Nov 19. 
Cooper, Robt, Globe-st, Bethnal-green, Builder. Oct 29, Comp. Reg 
Nov 20. 
Colborne, Joseph Saml, Langbourn-chambers, Fenchurch-st, Culonial 
Agent. Oct 25. Asst. Reg Nov 19. 
— Enos, Stockbridge-ter, Pimlico, Baker. Nov 18. Comp. Reg 
9. 
Cronin, Day Seat, Chesterfield, Derby, Schoolmaster. Oct 29. Asst. 
Reg Nov 
Davis, Richa, ‘Harp-lane, Attorney. Oct 20. Comp. Reg Nov 22. 
Davis, Cresswell ee rm South Kensington, Surgeon. 
19. mp. gz 
Davids, Moss, Bartlett’s-bldgs, Holborn, Hat Maker. Novtl. Oomp. 
Reg Nov 22, 


— _ Fredk, Agar-st, Strand, Agent. Novl6. Comp. Reg 
vintcher, ‘Charlotte, Edgbaston, nr Birm, Widow. Nov 18. Comp. 
i. dang SM Southsea, Southampton, Grocer. Nov 6. Comp. 
rood, Geo Broughton-st, Queen’s-rd, Builder, Nov 19. Comp. 
g, Salomon Westham, Sussex, Blacksmith. Oct 25. Asst. 


Gillon. Wn, * sheffield, Coach Builder. Nov 8. Comp. Reg Nov 20, 
bay ha Preston, Lancaster, Cotton Spinner. Oct 3]. Asst 


coode, Be ‘pny Wm, Birm, Gold Chain Manufacturer. Nov 8. Asst 
Ben Danl, my mr Chester, Window Blind Manufacturer. 


Nov 15. ‘Comp. Reg 

Gurton, John, Mocthactbertant-et, Strant, Wine Merchant. Oct 18, 
Asst. Reg Nov 15. 

Hall, Custenopieer, 1 ab h 8, Fenchurch-st, Esq. Octal. 





Haines, Ghitopber, Brighton, Sussex, Grocer. Oot 23. Asst. Reg 


= Hy, Swansea, Glome Grocer. Nov 6, Asst. Reg Nov 20 
é na, Win Banner'e-st Lukes, Braid Manufacturer, Nov 19. 





Cloak, Geo Wm, Southsea, Southampton, Gent. Dec 26. Long. 


g Nov 
Hood, PRobt, 8 faiville-pl, Well-st, South Hackney, Furniture Dealer. 
Nov 4. Comp. Reg Nov 21. 





















































































































































































































3 


E\ 


a ratitits i 


= 


aa) 


skchieazee 


Co SES ee ee i ee ee, ae ee 


























































































































it. Jan 





































































































































































SS 


yor, 30, 1867. THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & REPORTER. 105 
Wm, & Eee. Newland-pl, Kensington, Builders. } Clay, John, Durham-st, Hackney-rd, Fish Salesman. Oct 31. Comp, 
bers, Regent-st, Barrister. Nov 19, Comp. culm’ Joun Harper, Manch, out of business. Nov 7. Asst, Reg 


. Comp. 
Ba, So Sub 


ae 
sa John Turton, Gateshead, Durham, Surgeon. Nov 5. Comp, 
saopirr, Robt, Comprt Sonthampton, Carpenter. Nov 2, Asst. 


Bn Tag sg Chalk Farm-rd, Draper. Oct30, Asst. Reg Nov 20. 
[liffe, Thos, Coventry, Silk and Comm Agent. Oct15. Comp. Reg 


v 22. 
sees meld, coe, Montgomery, Flannel Manufacturer. Oct 
Asst 


Reg Nov 
aie, Wm, City-rd, Publican, Oct 15. Comp. Reg Noy 19. 


Knight, Geo Ebenezer. Aa se emt Stafford, Market Gardener. 
Nov 18, Comp. Reg Nev 
Jawson, J Qin bray Liverpool-rd, Islington, Chronometer 
Maker. Oct 30. Comp. Re; 
= Wm. Leeds, Baker. Nov rr. ‘Comp, Reg Nov 20. 
lawson, a Stockton, Durham, r of Music. Oct 23. 
ov 
r baer, | epee Golden-sq, Ornithelogist. Nov 14, 
la Gre, Robt, 4 "zllingham, Norfolk, Miller, Oct 30. Comp. Reg 
wen ar, Mold, Flint, Grocer. Nov 19. Asst. Reg Nov 21. 
Mecreth, Peter, Blackburn, Laneaster, Drapcr. Oct 28. Comp. Reg 
Nov 2 


eiaiaon, soem, »Burnopfield, Durham, Grocer. Nov 9. Comp. 
ov 
why , Louis, Minories, Ship Chandler. Nov 20. Comp. Reg 


val. 
Marks, Abraham Marks, Leman-st, Whitechapel, & Berthold Chas 
Tueski, Copen| ‘one Islington, Hat Manufacturers. Nov 20. 


Comp. Reg Nov 
Mayall, Fredk, & aria Waite, Manch, Machinists. Nov 9. Comp. 


f ir ee Danl, Albert-st, Regent’s-pk, Gent, Oct 21. Comp. 
— Hy, St Helen’s, Lancaster, Builder, Oct 26. jComp. Reg 
a, a, Hetton-le-Hole, Durham, Grocer. Nov 16, Comp. Reg 
Muncey, Alfd, Alexandra-rd, Kilburn-pk, Architect. Oct 31. Comp, 


Reg Nov 21. 
Mushlian, Arthur, Manch, Merchant. Nov2l. Comp. Reg Nov 22. 
Pickard, Wm, Wm Stoneman, & Wm Pickard, jun, Spencer-st, Shore- 
ditch, Oct 23. Comp. Reg Nov 20. 
Portch, Jas Williams, Teddington, Draper. Nov 15. Comp. Reg 
Nov 20. Reg 


Noy 21. 

Powel John, Slough, Bucks, Builder. 
0 

Pyne, Alfred, Brecon Shopkeeper. Nov 12. Comp. Reg Nov 21. 

Rawlins, ard, Clay Crnes, Derby, Grocer, Mov 7.” Asst. 
ev 

Redhead, John a ae Chester, Master Mariner. Nov 20. 


Comp. Reg 
Comp. Reg Nov 19. 
Reg 


Comp. 


Reg 


Richings, Wm Harris, Staines, Gent. Oct 17, 


=. Geo, Egremont, Chester, Clerk. Nov 20. Comp. 

ov 22, 

ee. Wm Hy, Birm, Tobacconist, Nov 11. Asst, Reg 
-, Benj, North Shields, out of business. Nov 5. Asst. Reg 


Nov 22 
Smith, Saml, Coventry, Manufacturer. Oct 25. Comp. Reg Nov 22. 


orton toy ma Munsell, Alstone, Cheltenham, Draper. Nov ls. Comp. 

ov 

Soanes, Edwd King, peat, Fulham, out of business. Oct 22 
Comp. Reg Nov 1 


—: John, pdb, spl, Greenwich, Draper. Nov 15. Comp. Reg 
——* John Wm, Oxford-st, MusicSeller. Nov20, Comp. Reg 
vee, snactateen, North Shields, China Merchant. Oct 30. Comp. 
Warley Sat Joshua,{Lpool, Beerhouse Keeper, Nov 12. Comp. Reg 
_— Danl, Trealaw, Glamorgan, Grocer. Nov 20. Reg 
bt =] * seas Newbury, Borks, Shoemaker. Nov 11. Reg 


Winch, Samal Wesiey, High-st, Stepney, Baker. Nev 19. Reg 
Vv 2 


Comp. 
Comp. 
Comp. 


TuEspay, Nov. 19, 1867. 
Appleyard, Jas, Manch, Boot and Shoe Maker. Novs8. Asst. 
‘ov 25 


7) Wan Badshot Lea, Surrey, Gardener. Nov 13. 
— a Lpoel, Linon and Woollen Draper. Oct 26. 


Reg No 

ome, Hope, Stanstead, Essex, Schoolmistress. Nov 18. 
Comp. Reg Nov 25, 

By Walter, Bath, Trunk and Portmanteau Manufacturer. Oct 26. 

° 0' 
Bennett, or, Manch, Jeweller. Nov 13. Comp. Reg Nov 25. 
—— Be ard, Solomon, Peroy-st, Tottenham-ot-rd. Nov 20. 
eg Nov 

Beresford, Wm, Sheffield, Hatter. Oct 28. Asst. Reg Nov 23. 

Bladon, Wm, Keeper of the Relveahment Rooms in the House of Lords. 
Westminster. Oct 30. Comp. Keg Nov 25. 
oe, Geo, Compstall, Chester, Draper. Nov 11. 


cat oe, Euston-sq, Dootor of Medicine. Nov 18, Comp. Reg 
Chariton, Saml, Nunney, Somerset, Baker, Nov 16, Comp. Reg 
cts, Mickne!, oa ta Worcester, Needle Manufacturer. Nov 20. 


Reg 
Comp, Reg 


Conv. 


Comp. Reg 


Nov 
Clutterbuck, Joseph, Powis-st, Woelwich, Draper. Oct 26. Cony. 
Reg Nov 22. 


Davies, Geo, Cardiff, Glamorgan, Nov il. Asst. Reg Nov 22. 
60) Dowlais, yr Tydfil,Grecer. Nov ll. .Comp. 
‘ov 25. 
Edwards, Geo ,.Wm, my ean Bloomsbury, out of business, 
Oct 31, b, Cue Re oe Nov 2 
— oe, Koma oo Mampeiend-ed, Bootmaker. Nov 7. Comp, 
‘ov 
— es -_— Mezy's-pl, Cambridge-rd, Mile-end, Tailor. Novl, 
Famer, er, +n a. Hackney, Shipper. Novi4, Comp. Reg 
ov 2 
Gold, Levi, pag Nov Mile-end, Newtown, Wholesale Clothier. Nov 


21, Comp. R 
— wine, Gael Baker, Nov 21. Comp. Reg 

ov 23. 
—> Geo, Cinderford, Gloucester, Clothier. Oct 29. Comp, Reg 
lov 25, 

, Augustus, Amersham-vale-rd, New Cross, Commercial 

Clerk. ' Nov 16. Comp. Reg Nov 25. 
Haydon, Thos, Stratford, Essex, Grocer. Nov 12, Comp. Reg 
Hicks, Arman, Lawrence-rd, Bow, out of business. Nov 18. Comp. 


ov 25, 
Reg Nov 25. f 
John, Arthur, Merthyr Tydfil, Glamorgan, Provision Merchant. Nov 
16. Comp. Reg Nov 23. 


Jo! — “Andrew, Brampton, Cumberland, Painter. Oct 31. Asst. 
Jones, Thos Roe Birm, Fender Manufacturer. Nov 13. Comp, 


Reg Nov 
Kaltenbrann, "Edwd Emil, Scarboreugh-st, Goodman’s-fields, Dealer 
in Photographs. Oct3l. Com Reg Nov 25, 
Last, SF aga -pl, Brompton, TurfComm Agent. Nov25. Comp. 
Reg Nov 
- , Alice, & Mary Brooks, Salford, Grocers. Oct 31. Comp. Reg 
ov 23, 
Longmore, Wm, Jas Longmore, jun, Richd Longmore, & Jabez Long- 
= Wednesbury, Stafford, Screw Manufacturers. Nov 6. Comp. 
iz Nov 25, 
—" Jas, & John Pay ened Carlisle, Woollen Manufacturers. 
‘ov Comp. 
_— Alfred Joseph, 2 Agent. Nov 21. Comp Reg 


Nov 22. 
Massee, Wm, Hertford, General Dealer, Nov % Comp. Reg 
Nov 19, 
5 Joseph, Cleator Moor, Cumberland, Grocer. Nov 7, Comp. 
lov 25, 
Mille Job, Stourbridge, Worcester, Spade Manufacturer. Nov 19. 


Nov 
Milnes, yy Grocer. Nov 13. Asst. Reg Nov 26. 
—— Chas, Sutton Veny, Wilts, Shopkeeper. 629. Asst. Reg 


Moor, Robt Rendle, Birkenhead, Chester, Attorney. Nov 25. Comp. 


Reg Nov 2 

Moffat, toll Crgnaenrseitien, Park-walk, Chelsea, Draper. Nov 6, 
Asst. Reg Nov 2 

Monro, John, Seat Potter’s-bar, Nurseryman. Nov 21. 


Com; Rog Nov 23. 
Park, ohn, One Gnarse. Bishopsgate, Licensed Victualler. Nov 


15, Comp. Reg Nev 
Parker, Blis Charlotte, Worthing, Sussex, Music Seller. Oct 29. Comp. 


Reg Nov 
Partnidge, By, Gloucester-pl, Brixton-rd, Builder. Nov 21. Comp. Reg 
pe i _ aK and Wm rated Fox, Healey, York, out of business. 


Novl. Asst. Reg Nev 23 
Rickwood, Hy, Bath, Chemist. Oct 21. Comp. Reg Nov 
Robertson, Wm Wybrow, Wigmore-st, Registrar of Kent Nov 1, 


Com Nov 25. 
Rogers Felis River: -st, Middleton-sq, Comedian. Nov l4, Comp. 
ov 25. 
Sharpe, John Carr. Geo eat Lombard-st, Gunpowder Manufacturer. 
Novil9, Comp. Reg 
Simms, Wm Hawes, & Geo ‘priestly ‘Masten, Lawrence Pountney-lane, 


Nov 15. Inspectorship. Reg Nor 
Smedley, Jarvis, Long Eaton, ot Glove Fabric Manufacturer. 


Nov 26. Comp. Reg Nov 26. 
Smith, — Nottingham, Trimming Manufacturer. Nov9. Comp. 
Nov 25. 
smith, Wm Chas, ye Old Kent-rd, Provision Merchant. Nov 15. 
Comp. Reg Nov 26. 
suaienen, Robt, Durham, Publicnn. Novié. Asst. Reg Nov 25, 
Veal, Wm Hy, Southsea, Southampton. Painter. Nov 16, Asst. Reg 


Nov 25, 
Vyse, Valentine, Ludgate-hill, Milliner. Oct8, Comp. Reg Nov 25. 


Warbrick,{Geo Hy, Mill * nr Warrington, Lancaster, Clerk. Nov 
5. Comp. Reg Nov 
W air Alfd Wm, ‘Argyle ter, Foxley-rd, Kensington, Gent. Nov 


2. — Reg Nov 26. 
Wells, wa y. Iden, Sussex, Draper. Oct 29, Asst. Reg Nov 25. 


Wheeler, Wm Edwd, Union-rd, Borough, Gauger. Nov2l, Comp. 
woot, Nov 26, 
7 Hy. anes, Kensal New-town, Builder. Nov 13, Comp. 
Leg N ov 22 
Bankrupis. 
Farpar, Nov. 22, 1867, 
To Surrender in London. 
Alvey, 1 -pk-rd, Pear yene_nom Builder. Pet Novis. Pepys. 
Deo 12. nis, Southampton- 


Bordbaloos, Alfa Fredk, Essex-rd, a Doe Pet Nov 20, 


Murray. Dec 9 at ly, * Greaves, Essex-st, Strand. 





P. Reg Nov 
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Murray. 


Pet ‘Nov 20, 
Pet Nov 16. 
Adj Nov 15, 


Dec 
5at2. Buchanan, Basinghall-st. 
ps “ig a Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet Nov 16 (for pau). Roche. 
9at12. Evans, John-st, Bedford-row. 
ne. 8 Alfd, Wycombé-ter, Hornsey-rd, Islington, Hatter. Pet Nov 19. 
Pepys. Dec 10 at 11. Westbrook k, Marsham-st, Westminster. 
Davis. Marcus, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet Nov 11. 
Pet Nov 18. Dec 
Ilatl. Pittman, Guildhall-chambers, Basing! 
Feast, Luke, Portslade-by-Sea, Sussex, out of business. 
eelwright. Pet Novl5. Dec 1lati2. Chipperfield, Trinity- Bt, 
Nov 19. Roche. Dec 9 at 12. Olive, Portsmouth-st, Lincoln’s-inn- 
Pepys. Dec12at12. Hallward & De Castro, Mitre-ct, Temple. 
Jowers, Jas, Prisoner fer Debt, London, Pet Nov 16 (for pau). Roche. 
Pet Noy 18. 
Roche. Dec 9atll. Buchanan, Basinghall-st. 
Morgan, John, Nottingham-ter, Wandsworth-commen, Cheese- 
Percival, Wm Hy, Aldershot, Hants, Outfitter’s Assistant. Pet Nov 
Pet 
Nov 18. Pepys. Dec5at2. Davis, Golden. 
Reynolds, Edwd Bampton, Stanley-st, Chelsea, Builder, 
Pepys. Dec5at!. Laundy & Co, Cecil-st, Strand. 
Simpson, Hy John, New Romney, Kent, Tailor. Pet Nov 12. Pepys. 
Pet Nov19. Pepys, Dec3atz. Tyrrell, Gray’s-inn-sq. 
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Bastick, Wm Jas, Plumstead-rd, Clothier. Pet Nov 18. Pepys. 
Branscombe, Edward, Cirencester-st, Harrow-rd, Paddington, Decora- 
tor. Pet Nov 18, Murray. Dec 8 at ll. Hicks, Orchard-st, Port- 
Dec 18 at 11, Parkes, Beanfort- bldgs, Strand. 
Connoe Robt, Alfred-p), Battersea-pk, Baker. Pet Nov 19. Murray. 
Chicken, Hy Wm, Windmill-st, Deptford, Carman, Pet Nov18s. Dec 
lat 1. Mount, Gracechureh-st. 
1at2. Webster, Basinghall-st. 
Clarke, Joseph, Tafton-st, Westminster, Copying Clerk. Pet Nov 20 
Colbert, Robt, Burdett-rd, Mile-end, Cooper. Pet Nov 19, Dec 11 at 2. 
Smith, Furnival’s-inn. 
Dec 16 at 12. 
Lewis & Co, Old Jewry. 
Dorschug, Simon, Bardett- rd, Limehouse, le ne 
st. 
Dye, Chas, Chipstead, Kent, Retailer of Beer. Pet Nov 18. 
Dec 9at12. Hope, Ely-pl, Holborn. 
Pet Nov 18. 
Murray. Dec 9at1. Scott, Basinghall-st. 
Frayling, John Benj Norrington, Riverhall-st, Wandsworth-rd, Coach 
Southwark. 
Green, John, Golden-ter, Portobello-rd, Notting-hill, Butterman. Pet 
fields. 
Houghton, Jas Barnes, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet Nov 12. 
Hughes, Thos, Oxford, Chemist. Pet Nov 16. Dec li at 2. Hitch- 
cock, Tanfield-ct, Temple. 
Dec 18 at 11. Dobie, Basinghall-st. 
Leake, Chas, Wansey-st, Walworth, out of business. 
Meadows, Wm Geo, Chipping Ongar, Essex, Licensed Victualler. Pet 
Nov 18. Pepys. Dec 5at2. Preston, Basinghall-st. 
monger. Pet Nov!9. Pepys. Dec3at2. Goatley, Bow-st, Covent- 
garden 
19. Decllat2. Miller & Miller, Sherborne-lane. 
Poole, Joseph, Gojden-ter, Portobello-rd, Notting-hill, Baker. 
$q. 
Pottage, Wm, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet Nov 16 (for pau). 
Roche. Dec 18 at il. Braddon, Dane’s-inn, Strand. 
Pepys. Dec 10atill. Peckham, Doctors’ -commons. 
— Richd Harris, Andover, Hants, Station Master. 
Simester, Saml Hugh, Prisoner for Debt, Reading. 
Roche. Dec 18 at Il. 
Dec 12 at 12. Storey, King’s-rd, Bedford-row. 
Spottiswoode, Arthur Cole, Phillimore-gardens, Kensington, General. 
Spurgeon, Clement Moore, Prisoner for Debt, Springfield. Adj Nov 18. 
Roche. Dec 18 at 11. 


St Albyn, Edmond Gustavus, Lower Kennington-lane, Tobacconist. 
Pet Nov 19. Murray. Dec9 ati. Neale, Kennington-pk-rd. 

Stuhldreer, Adolphus, Crescent-rd, Church-rd, Leyton, Baker. Pet 
Nov 20. Murray. Dec 9 at 12. "Heathfield, Linesln’ s-inn-fields. 

Vinesberg, Moritz, Gt Tower-st, Wine Merchant. Pet Nov i8. Pepys. 
Dec 5 at 2. Watson, Cannon-st. 

Wilson, Hy, Clyde-p!, London-rd, Clapton, Baker. Pet Nov 30, 
Murray. Dec9at12. Hicks, Basinghall- st. 

Wyeth, John, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet ‘Nov 20 (for pan). 
Pepys. Dec 10 at11. Dobie, Basinghall-st. 


To Surrender in the Country. 

Arden, Chas, Handforth, Chester, Farm Servant. Pet Nov 20. Murray. 
Manch, Dec 9 at 11. ‘Ambler, Manch. 

Bell, Wm, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Grocer. Pet Nov 16. Gibson. New- 
castle-npon-Tyne, Dee 4at 12, Hoyle &Co, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, 

Blakey, Thos, Holy Croft, Keighley, York, Clock Case Maker. "Adj 
Nov 16. Keighley, Dec dat Ti. Harle. Leeds. 

ei John, Kent, Licensed Victualler. Pet Nov 19. Wates. Sheer- 

ness, Dec 6 at 2. Sharland, Gravesend. 

Barnell, Richd, Chelt Gk ter, Blacksmith. Pet Nov 18. 
Gale. Cheltenham, Dec 3 at 11, Chesehyre, Cheltenham. 

Charnock, Jonathan, & Wm Smith, Allerton, York, Brewers. Pet Nov 
19. Leeds, Dec 2 at il, Peel, Bradford. 

Clough, Wm, ’ Birkenhead, Chester, Tailor. Pet Nov 19. 
at il. Smith, Lpool. 

Cooke, Broadrick Halton, Prisoner for Debt, Carlisle. Adj Nov 13. 
Halton. Carlisle, Dec dat 11. Donald, Carlisle. 

Cooke, Frank, Southsea, Hants, Nurseryman and Seedsman. Pet 
Nov 18, Howard. Portamonth, Dec6at2. Joyce, Newport. 

Cropper, ‘Saml Nathaniel, Nottingham, Silk Agent. Pet Nov ll. 
Tador, Birm, Dec3at1l. Beale & Co, Birm. 

Davies, Jas, Hereford, Grocer. Pet Nov 19. Hill. 
Garrold, Hereford. 

England, Geo, Prisoner i Debt, Bristol. 
Jey. Bristol, Dec 6 at 

Fennemore, Jas Lewis, 4 Mariner. Pet Nov16. Howard, 
Portsmouth, Dec 5 at 12, Champ, Portsea. 

Finch, Jas, Wigan, Lancaster, Collier, Pet Nov 14. Part. Wigan, 
Dec 12 at 9. Price, Lpool, 

Fincher, Geo, Leicester, Boot Manufacturer. ‘Pet Nov 19. Tudor. 
Birm, Dec 3at 11, Arnall, Leicester. 

Fox, John Eas By wons py Lincoln, Blacksmith. Pet Nov 19. 

ner. Dec 3at 10. Percival, Spalding. 

Frost, Wm Ha Owabies, Pest Messenger. Pet Nov 16. Swaffham, 

Dec 3 at 10. Sewell, Swaffham. 





Lpool, Dec 2 


Birm, Dec 11 at 12. 


Pet Nov 20(for pau). Har- 





SS 


Gardiner, Hy, ; jun, uney Builder. Pet Nov 19. Lpool, Dec 3 at« M, 
Masters, Lpool. 

Gasson, Edwin Thos, Rye, —— Music Seller. Adj Nov 13, Butler, 
Rye, Nov 30at1l. Dawes, 


Godden, Wm, Brading, Isle oF “wight, Grocer. Pet Nov 16, Blake, 

Daw, 
Pet Noy 
Pet Nov 19, 
Pet Nov 19 (for pau), 


Newport, Dec 4 at ll. Joyce, Newport. 
Gortley, Hy, Exeter, Innkeeper’s Assistant. Pet Nov 18, 
Exeter, Dec 5 at 11. Floud, Exeter. 

Griffiths, Jenkin Morgan, Neath, Glamorgan, Boot Maker. 
18. Morgan. Neath, Dec4at1l. Payne, Neath. 
Harney, John Jones, Sheffield, Stay Manufacturer. 

Leeds, Dec 4 at 12. Sale & Co, Man ch. 
Hawkins, John, Prisoner for Debt, Bristol. 
Harley. Bristol, Dec 6 at 12. 
Hellings, John Thomas, Penrhyn, Cornwall, Travelling Draper. Po 
Nov 15 et ee a). he odmin, Dec 3 at 10. Hanley, Bodmin, 
Hockings, J ngdon, Plymouth, Shipwright. Pet Nov 9, 
—— East duntneets, Dec 4 at 11, Edmonds & Sons, Ply. 


Po Richd, yy» Moulder, Pet Nov 19. Wake. Sheffield 
Dec 6 at 1. Binney & Son, Sheffield. 
Jacks on, Richd Parkin, Richmond, York, Watchmaker. Pet Noy 16, 
Tomlin. Richmond, Nov 26 at th, Robinson, Richmond. 
Johnson, Wm, Prisoner for Debt, Bristol. Pet Nov 19 (for pau). Har. 
ley. Bristol, Dec 6 at 12. 
Jones, Evan, Prisoner for Debt, Montgomery. Pet Nov 11. 
Newtown, Dec 18 at 12. Jenkins, Llanidloes. 
Jones, Robt, Glandon Mostyn, Flint, Grocer. 
well, Dec 3at1!. Davies, Holywell. 
Kellett, John, Heaton Norris, Lancaster, Nurseryman. 
Murray. Manch, Dec4at il. Smith & Boyer, Manch. 
Latham, Wm, Chester, out of business, Pet Nov 18. Porter. Chester, 
Dec 3 at 12. Cartwright, Chester. 
Pet Nov 19. Tudor. Birm, Deo 


Lediard. Hy, Birm, Cab Proprietor. 
6at 12. Parry, Birm. 
Lee, Chas, Nantwich, Chester, Draper. Pet Nov 19. Lpool, Dec2at 
12, Best, Lpool, 
Lewis, Edwd, Cardiff, Glamorgan, General Dealer. Poet Nov 2% 
Pet Nov 20. Hill. 


Woosnam, 


Pet Nov 19. Holy- 


Pet Nov 20. 


Langley, Cardiff, Dec 4 at 11. Morgan, Cardiff, 
Morgan, Susannah, Ross, Hereford, Milliner. 
Birm, Dec 4 at 12. Wood, Birm. 
Merrett, Coppin Wm, Stoneh Gl ti 
Nov 19, Marshall, ‘Leeds, Dec5at12. Markland & Davey, Leeds, 
Pamflett, Hy, Ramsgate, Kent, Groom. Pet Nov 14. Snowdon, 
Ramsgate, Dec 4 at 10. Gibson, Margate. 
Pollard, Matthew Sutcliffe, Manch, Builder, Pet Nov 18. Murray. 
Manch, Dec 3atll. Stringer, Manch. 
Robinson, Jos Fras, Prisoner for Debt, Worcester. Adj Nov 12, Hill, 
Birm, Dec llat12. James & Griffiths, Birm. 
Rollason, Geo Jas, Prisoner for Debt, Warwick. Hill, 
Birm, Dec 4at 12. James & Griffin, Birm. 
Shentall, Chas, Sheffield, Brewer’s Clerk. Pet Nov 20. Rodgers. Shef- 
field, Dec 6 at 1. Newbould & Gould, Sheffield. 
Simpson, David, Gloucester, Mariner.. Pet Nov 19, Glou- 
Sheffield, 
Birm, Dec 
Pet Nov 19. 


, Dyer’s Assistant. Pet 





Adj Nov 16, 


Wilton, 
cester, Dec 7 at 12. Cooke, Gloucester. 

Slinn, Wm, Sheffield, Tobacconist. Pet Nov 20. 
Dec 6 at 1. Branson & Son, Sheffield. 

Snape, Wm, Birm, out of business. Pet Nov 19. Gnest. 
13.atl0. Parry, Birm 

Speed, Richd, Cherry Willingham, Lincoln, Farmer, 
Uppleby. Lincoln, Dec5at11l, Williams, Lincoln. 

Stockley, Wm, Lpool, Scrivener. Pet Nov 14. Lpool, Dec 9 at ll, 
Tyrer, Lpool. 

Tacey, Wm, Brighton, Sussex, Boot Maker. Pet Nov 18. Evershed, 
Brighton, Dec 7 at 11. Runnacles, Brighton. 


Wake. 


Taylor, Thos, & Jas Griffiths, Bradley, Stafford, Sheet Iron Manufac- 
turers. Pet Nevi8. Hill. Birm, Dec 4 at 12. Watson & Topham, 
Westbromwich. 

Tompkins, Geo, Prisoner for Debt, Worcester. Adj Nov 12. Hill, 
Birm, Dec 11 at 12. James & Griffin, Birm. 

Vaugbton, Jas, Deepcar, York, Licensed Victualler. Pet Nov 20. 
Leeds, Dec 4 at 12. Unwin, Sheffield. 

Wale. Samal, Prisoner for Debt, York, Adj Nov 15, Leeds, Dec 9 
at ll. 

Wall, Thos, Cardiff, Glamorgan, Commercial Traveller. Pet Nov 18, 
Langley. Cardiff, Dec 3at 11. Morgan, Cardiff. F 

Warrender, Richd, Prisoner for Debt, Manch. Adj Nov 15, Hulton, 
Salford, Dec 7 at 9.30. 

White, Geo, Dudley, Worcester, Car Proprietor. Pet Nov18. Walker. 
Dudley, Dec 7 at 12. Stokes, Dudley. 

Wilson, Wm, Beilby, York, Potato Mersbens. Pet Nov 19 (for pau). 
Powell. Pocklington, Dec 5 at 12. Silburn, Pocklington. 

‘Wood, Joseph, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Grocer. Pet Nov 9. Clayton. 
Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Dec7 at 10. Joel, Newcastle-upon-Tyne. 

Wood, Richd, Sheffield, Railway Detective Police Officer. Pet Nov 18. 
Rodgers. Sheffield, Dec 6at1. Woodhead, Doncaster. 

Tugspar, Nov. 26, 1867. 
To Surrender in London, 

Barlow, Robt Adeane, Boundary-rd, Hampstead, Gent, Pet Nov 22. 
Dec l6at 1. Farrer, Carter-lane. 

pry Apolph, Prisoner for Debt, London. Adj Nev 19. Roche. 
Dec 18 

Bishop, Chas, X North Woolwich, Kent, Licensed Victualler. Adj Nov 
20. atl. 

gy Wm Thos, Sarah-pl, Creek-rd, Deptford, Lighterman. Pet 
Nov 22, Dec 16 at 12. Chalk, Moorgate-st. 

Brookes, David, Prisoner for Debt, London. Adj Nov 19. Roche. 
Dec 18 at 12. 

Berne, Patrick, Prisoner for Debt, London, Pet Nov 21 (for pau). 

epys. Dec l2at1. George, Bishopsgate: at. 

One yg Wm Smith, Prisoner for Debt, London. Adj Nov 16. Dec 

at 

Clarke, Wm Shuttloworth, Bensington, Oxford, Coal Merchant. Pet 
Nov8. Dec i8atl. White & Son, Bedford-row. 

Clarke, Walter, Worcester, eut of business, Pet Nov 16. Roche. Deo 
9at1. Sole & Co, Aldermanbury. 
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1, Geo, Melbourne-ter, Lancaster-rd, Notting-hill, Carpenter. 
J Pet Nov 21. Pepys. Dec 12at 12. Dobie, Basinghall-st. 
Cole, Fredk, Newington-butts, Surrey, Manager to a Brewer. Pet 
Oct 24. Roche. Dec9 atl. Dobie, Basinghall-st. 
. Hy, Ipswich, Suffolk, Traveller. Pet Nov 23, Roche. Dec 

Hatll. Shirreff & Son, Fenchurch-st. 
Collins, Jas, Prisoner for Debt, London. Adj Nov 19. Roche. Dec 18 


at 12. i" 
4 onl, Prisoner for Debt, London. Adj Nov 19. Roche. 
18 at 

Creighton, Michael Angelo, Serjeants’-inn, Fleet-st, Clerk. Pet Nov 
al. af Dec 9 at 1, Roberson, Bedford-row. 

Dobson, Sam! Hy, Church-passage, Gresham-st, Warehouseman. Pet 
Nov 18. Dec llatl. Wilkins & Co, St Swithin’s-lane. 

Drake, Jas, Prisoner for Debt, London. Adj Nov 16. Nov l6at 1. 

—, be Hy, Prisoner for Debt, London. Adj Nov 16. Roche. 
Dec 18 at 1. 

Foster, Geo, Edmonton, Licensed Victualler. Pet Nov 22. Roche. 
Dec9at1. Wetherfield & Norton, Gresham-buildings, Guildhall. 
Gibbs, John, Theresa-pl, Hackney, Furniture Dealer. Pet Nov 22. 

Roche. Dec 11 at 11. Steadman, London-wall. 
Griffin, Wm Carrol, Prisoner for Debt, London. Adj Nov 19. Dec18 


at 12. 

Hamilton, Fredk, Golden-lane, Engineer. Pet Nov 23. [Dec 18 at 1. 
Poole, Bartholomew-close. 

Harding, Hy, Elys Davy’s-rd, West Croydon, Baker. Pet Nov 20 
Pepys. DeclOatll. Daniels & Co, Fore-st. 
ayne, Sam! Holditch Thos, Prisoner for Debt, London. Adj Nov 20. 
Roche, Dec 18 at 12. 

Hodson, Saml, Prisoner for Debt, London. Adj Nov 16 Dec 16 


at 1. 

Lamb, John, Coleshill-st, Pimlico, Messenger. Pet Nov 20. Dec 16 
at 11. Lloyd, Coleman-st, 

Medcalfe-rd, Enfield, Engineer. Pet Nov 21. Dec 16at12. 
Peckham, Doctors’-commons, 

O'Sullivan, Thos, St Paul’s-rd, Walworth, out of employment. Pet 
Nov 21. Pepys. Dec 12 at 12. Pittman, Guildhall-chambers 
Basinghall-st. 

Palmer, Walter Hy, Tysoe-st, Clerkenwell, Surveyor. Adj Nov 19. 
Roche. Nov !8 atl. Parkyns, Basinghall-st. 

Parker, Chas Thos, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet Nov 20 (for pau). 


Brougham. Dec 16 at11l. Dobie, Basinghall-st. 
Philo, John, Queen’s-pl, Blackheath rd, Greenwich, Printer. Pet 


con 13. Roche. Dec 11 at Ii. Delmar, Three King-ct, Lom- 

Bt. 

Roper, Jas, York-st, St James’s, Lodging-house Keeper. Pet Nov 22, 
Roche. Dec Il at ll. Lloyd, Coleman-st. 


Rutt, Frederic Roberts, Crozier-st, Lambeth, Mineral Water Manu- 
facturer. Pet Nov23. Dec 18 atl. Pearpoint, Leicester-sq. 
Sennett, Wm John Hitchens, & Alfred Davis, Plymouth, Devon, 


Ironmongers. Pet Nov 22. Pepys. Dec 12 at 1. Rooks & Qo, 
Eastcheap. 
go — Prisoner for Debt, Maidstone. Adj Novy 20. Roche. 
at 


8 e 
Shapland, Hy, Prisoner for Debt, Maidstone. Adj Nov 20. Roche. 


Dec 18 at 1. 

oes. = Bax, Bucklersbury, Surveyor. Adj Nov 19. Roche. 

atl, 

Sleeman, Richd Quin, Prisoner for Debt, London. Adj Nov 16. 
Pepys. Dec 12 at 2. 

Smith, Robt, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet Nov 23 (for pau). 
Pepys. Dec 18 at 1. Pittman, Guildhall-chambers, Basinghall-st. 

Tickell, Hy, Bury-ct, St Mary Axe, Wine Merchant. Pet Nov 20. Pepys. 
Dec 10 at 11. Pittman, Guildhall-chambers. 

wrt Prisoner for Debt, London. Adj Nov 16. Pepys, Dec 

at 2. 

Wakeling, Jas, Junction-st, Kentish-town, Blacksmith. Pet Nov 21. 
Dec l€ at 11. Nind, Basinghall-st. 

— "+ ee Prisoner for Debt, London. Adj Nov 16. Roche. 

c 18 at 1, 

Waters, Robt Short, South-st, Keasington, Land Agent. Pet Nov 22. 
Dec 16 at 12. Lewis & Lewis, Ely-pl. 

Westwood, Nathaniel Wm, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet Nov 19. 
(for pau). Pepys. Dec 12 at 2. George, Bishopsgate-st Within. 

Willis, Geo Aifred, Prisoner for Debt, London. Adj Nov 19. Roche, 
Dec 1s at 1. 

To Surrender in the Country. 

Ashton, Hy, Coat Aston, Derby, Labourer. Pet Nov 22. Wake. 
Chesterfield, Dec 9 at 11. Binney & Son, Sheffield. 

Bailey, Thos, Heigham, Norwich, Carpenter, Pet Nov 22. Palmer. 
Norwich, Dec 9 at 11, Stanley, Norwich, 

Beesley, Peter, Prisoner for Debt, Lancaster. Adj Sept 18. Ansdell, 
St Helen’s, Dec 6 at 11. 

Bevan, Jas, Lianelly. Pet Nov 14. Morris. Llanelly, Dec 6 at 11. 
Jones, Lianelly, 

Birdsall, Spink, Bridlington Quay, York, out of business. Pet Nov 22. 

8, Dec 9 at 11. Simpson, Leeds. 

Bex, Edwd Leader, Bristol, Seedsmen. Pet Nov 23. Wilde. Bristol, 
Dec7 at il. Abbot & Leonard, Bristol. 

Brown, Peter, Keresley-heath, Warwick, Watch Escapement Maker. 
Pet Nov 20. Kirby. Coventry, Dec 12 at 3. Smallbone, Coventry. 

Caseley, Wm, Prisoner for Debt, Worcester. Pet Nov 16 (for pau). 
Crisp. Worcester, Dec 9 at 11, Devereux, Worcester. 

Cheetham, Thos, Oaken Clough, Limehurst, nr Ashton-under-Lyne, 
Lancaster, Machinist. Pet Nov 22. Murray. Manch, Dec 9 at 12, 
Reddish, Manch. 

Cohen, Adolph, Bishop Wearmouth, Durham, Jeweller. Pet Nov 11. 
a Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Dec 10 at 12. Eglington, Sunder- 

Crone, Gawen, Prisoner for Debt, Chester. Adj Nov 15. Lpool, Dec 
Yatll. Best, Lpool. : a ey: 

Davis, Harriet, Prisoner for Debt, Maidstone. Adj Nov 20. Acworth, 
Rochester, Dec 13 at 2. Hayward, Rochester. 

Duckers, Joseph, Prisoner for Debt, Chester, Adj Nov 13, Lpool, 

Dutton, Wm, Crewe, Chester, Joiner, Pet Nov 16. 
Crewe, Dee 12 at lO. Sult, Tunstall. 


‘ 


Earls, Joseph, Leek, Stafford, Silk Manufacturer. Pet Nov 23, Tudor. 
Birm, Dec 13 at 12. Redfern, Leek. 

Firth, John, Batley Carr, York, Dealer in India Rubber Goods. Pet 

Nov 21. Nelson. Dewsbury, Dec 12 at 3. Chadwick & Son, Dews- 


ary. 
Flewitt, Thos, sen, Ravenhead, Lancaster, Labourer. Pet Nov 21, 
Ansdell. St Helen’s, Dec 10atll. Beasley, SjHelen’s. 
Footitt, Geo, Worksop, Nottingham, Tillage Mer@hant. Pet Nov 13. 
Leeds, Dec 18 at 12. Hodding, Worksop, 
Forty, Hy, Cheltenliam, Cemetry Superintendant. Pet Nov 21. Wilde, 

Bristol, Dec6at11 Marshall,Cheltenham. , 

Foulkes, Iane, Lpool, out of business. Pet Nov 20. Lpool, 
Dec6at3. Blackhurst, Lpool. 
Gosling, Thos, Bilderstone, Suffolk, Gardener. Pet Nov 15. Newman, 
Hadleigh, bec 6at 3. Bunn, Hadleigh. 
Hall, Levi, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Wine Merchant. Pet Nov 14. Gib- 
son. Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Deo 10 at12. Brewis, Newcastle-upon- 


Tyne. 
Hansell, Joseph, Hanley, Stafford, Cratemaker. Adj Nov 9. Challinor. 
Hanley, Dec 7 at 11. 
Pet Nov 14, 


Hime. 


Jones. 


Hart, Michael, Bangor, Carnarvon, Shopkeeper. 
Bangor, Dec 16 at10. Parry, Bangor. 

Howarth, John, Chadderton. Lancaster, Cotton Salesman, Pet Nov 
21. Macrae. Manch, Dec 6atil. Clark, Oldham. 

Howard, Jas, Dorking, Surrey, Fruiterer. Pet Nov 21. Hart. Dork- 


ing, Dec5at 3. Harrowell, Epsom. 

Huddleston, Jas Hartley, Holborn-hill. Cumberland, Grocer. Pet Nov 

22. Gibson. Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Dec 10 at 12, Bousfield, New- 

castle-upon-Tyne. e 

Humphreys, Geo, Wrexham, Denbigh, Provision Dealer. Pet Nov 21 

Edgworth. Wrexham, Dec 1! at ll. Jones, Wrexham. 

Hucthineon, Peter, Scotch Corner, York, Farmer. Pet Nov 23. Tom- 
lin, Richmond, Dec 10 at 11. Robinson, Richmond. 

Jack Harry, Lei , Elastic Web Weaver. Pet Nov 20. Ingram, 
Leicester. Dec 21 at 10. Owston, Leicester. 





Jones, Wm Hy, Lpeol, Metal Merchant. Pet Nov 23. Lpool, Dec 16 
at ll. Pemberton, Lpool. 
Kelly, Jas, Prisoner for Debt, Lancaster. Adj Nov 14. Murray. 


Manch, Dec 10 at 11. 

Kirkham, Thos, Monks Coppenhall, Chester, oat of business. Pet Nov 
21. Crewe, Dec12at10. Sheppard, Crewe. — 

Landon, Geo. Richard’s Castle, Hereford, Clerk in Holy Orders. Pet 
Nov 22, Hill. Birm, Dec 11 at 12. James and Griffin, Birm. 

Lane, Joshua, Prisoner for Debt, Aylesbury. Adj Nov 15. Darvill. 
Aylesbury, Nov 30 at 11. - 

Lee, Jolin Smith, Prisoner for Debt, Chester. Adj Nov16. Lpool, Deo 


9 at 12. 
Millett, Eli Geo. Steeple Ashton, Wilts, Grocer, Pet Nov 22. Wilde, 
Bristol, Dec 6 at 11. Shrapnell, Bradford-on-Avon. 
Morgan, Rebt Jones, Maindee, nr Newport, M 


+h 





6 ia 
Press & Co 


Foote aga Pet Nov 22. Wilde. Bristol, Dec 6 at 11. 
Bristol. 
North, Wm, Rothley, Leicester, Farmer, PetNov 22, Tudor. Birm 


Dec 10 at1l. Arnall, Nottingham, 

Proudley, Joseph, Prisoner for Debt, Walton. Pet Nov 13 (for pau). 
Hime. Lpool, Dec 6at 3, Grocott, Lpool. , 

Reynolds, Richd, Lpool, Car Proprietor, Pet Novy 20. Hime. Lpool, 
Dec 9 at 3. Barker, Lpool. 

Saunders, Wm Geo, St Stephen’s-in-Branwell, Cornwall, Schoolmaster. 
Pet Nov 20. Carlyon. St Austell, Dec 7 at 11. Meredith, St 


Austell, 

Sheasby, ‘John, Prisoner for Debt, Warwick. Adj Nov 21. Kirby, 
Coventry, Dec 12 at 3. 

Smith, Dan], Luton, Straw Bonnet Blocker, Pet Nov 20. Austin. 
Luton, Dec 6 at 10. Bailey, Luton. ’ 

Sorsby, Jas, Prisoner for Debt, York. Adj Nov 20. Shirley. Don- 
‘oodhead, Doncaster. 

Pet Nov 1, 


caster, Dec 13 at 12. W 

Stafford, John, Wellhouse Clough, York, Stone Mason. 

Jones, Huddersfield, Dec 13 at 10. Sykes, Huddersfield. 

Steadman, Geo, Lozelis, nr Birm. General Dealer. Pet Nov 21. Guest 
Birm, Dec 13at 10. Sargent, Birm. 

Stephenson, Geo, Prisoner for Debt, York, Adj Nov 15, Porter, 
Howden, Nov 28 at 12. Bell & Leak, Kingston-upon-Hull, 

Stevenson, Jas, Brighton, out of business, Pet Nov 19. Evershed, 
Brighton, Dec 7 at 11. Lamb, Brighton. 

Stone, Geo, jun, Tenby, Pembroke, Wine Merchant, Pet Nov 153, 
Wilde. Bristol, Dec 6 at il. Gole, Bristol, 

Swift, Alfred, Wadsley, York, Beerhouse Keeper, Pet Nov 22. Wake. 
Sheffield, Dec 12 at 1. Roberts, Sheffield. 

Taylor, Wm Thompson, jun, Kingston-upon-Hull, Innkeeper’s Bar- 
man, a Nov 20. Phillips. Kingston-upon-Hull, Deo 9 at 11. 
Leak, Hull. 

Thomas, Alex, Ashcott, Somerset, Blacksmith. Pet Nov 20. Levibond. 
Bridgwater, Dec 1! at 10. Reed & Cook, Bridgwater. 

Thomas, Jas, Hakin, Pembroke, Ship Builder. Pet Nov19. Summers. 
Haverfordwest, Dec 7 at 10, Price. 

Trownson, Geo, Dartmouth, Devon, Licensed Victualler. Pet Nov 23, 
Bryett. Totnes, Dec 14at 12. Michelmore, Totnes, 

Wainwright, Thos, Birm,out ofbusiness, Pet Nov2!. Guest. Birm, 
Deo 13 at 10. Stubbs & Fowke, Birm. 

Wallhead, Thos, Sunderland, Durham, out of business. Pet Nov 16. 

arshall. Sunderland, Dec 1! at 2. Haswell, Sunderland. 

Walshaw, David, Batley, York, Rag Merchant. Pet Nov2l. Nelson, 
Dewsbury, Deo 12 at 3. Ibberson, Dewsbury. 

Walters, Joseph, Kidderminster, Worcester, Coal Merchant. Pet 
Nov 21. Talbot. Kidderminster, Dec 7 at lt. Corbet, Kidder- 
minster. 

Wardle, Richd, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Commercial Traveller. Pet Nov 
22. Clayton. Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Dec 7 at 10. Brewis, New- 
castle-upon-Tyne. ; 

Whison, Thos, Northwingfield, Derby, Blacksmith. Pet Nov 19. 
Wake. Chesterfield, Deo 9at 1!. Cutts, Chesterfield. 

Whiteley, Robt, Barnsley, York, out of business. Pet Nov 2!. Shep- 
herd. Barnsley, Dec 10 atll. Hamer, Barnsley. 

Whittaker, Robt, Manch, Wine Merchant. Pet Nov 23. Murray. 


Manch, Dec 9 at ll. Fox, Manch. — : 
Williams, John Owen, Liwyngwril, Merioneth, Innkeeper, Pet Nov 18, 





Broughton, 


Walker, Dolgelley, Dee 5 at 10, Williams, !olgelley. 
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Williams, John, Prisoner for Debt, Beaumaris. Adj Nov 11. Dew. 


Llangefai, Dec 5atll. Griffith, Holyhead. 


Wilkinson, bn Manch, Beer Retailer. Pet Nov 22. Murray. Manch, 


Dec 10 at il. Chew & Son, Manch, 
Woods, Thos, West Hartlepool. Pet Nov 15. 
Dec Il at ll. Strover, West Hartlepool, 
BANKRUPTCY ANNULLED. 
Farpay, Nov. 22, 1867, 
Caseley, John, Aldermanbury, Woolen Merchant. Nov 22. 
TvEspaY, Nov. 26, 1866. 
Horne, Jacob, Spalding, Lincoln, Grocer. Nov 13. 


D’Arcis, Frederic Hilaire, Clarendon-ter, South Kensington, Editor. 
Nov 22. 


Child. Hartlepool, 








RESHAM LIFE ASSURANCE SOCIETY. 
37, OLD JEWRY, LONDON, E.C. 
*SOLICITORS are invited to introduce, on behalf of their clients, Pro- 
posals for Loans on Freehold or Leasehold Property, Reversions, Life 
Interests, or other adequate securities. 
, Proposals may be made in the first instance according to the following 
orm :— 
» ProrosaL For Loan on Morntaaces. 
ALC... 200 
Introduced by (state name and address of solicitor) 
Amount required £ 
Time and mode of «aan (i. @., whether for a term certain, or by 
annual or other pa 
Security (stale shortly the particulars of security, and, if land er build- 
ngs, state the net annual income) 
State what Life Policy (if any) is proposed to be effected with the 
Gresham Office in connexion with the security. 
By order of the Board, 
F, ALLAN CURTIS, Actuary and Secretary. 
'{\HE LAW STUDENTS’ DEBATING SOCIETY, 
HELD AT THE LAW INSTITUTION, CHANCERY-LANE, 
This Society will meet.on Tuesday next, the 3rd proximo, for the 


discussion of Legal Question, No. 397. 
3, New Broad-street, E.C. EDGAR C. HARVIE, Secretary. 
NE PENNY PER FOLIO. . Abstracts. 
ONE PENNY PER FOLIO. Bills of Costs. 
ONE PENNY PER FOLIO. Briefs. 


ONE PENNY PER FOLIU. Fair Copy 
Heorer & Son, rid Fleet-street. 








rEXO SOLICITORS, &c., requiring DEED BOXES 
will find the best-made article lower than any other house. List 
of Prices and sizes may be had gratis cr sent post free, 
RICHARD & JOHN SLACK, 336, Strand, opposite Somerset House. 
Established nearly 50 years. Oréers ebove £2 sent carriage free. 








LONDON GAZETTE (published by authority) and LONDON and 
COUNTRY ADVERTISEMENT OFFICE. 
No. 119, CHANCERY LANE, FLEET STREET. 


|e etd GREEN (many years with the late George 
Reynell), Advertisement Agent, begs to direct the attention of 
the Lega) Profession to the advantages of his long experience of upward s 
a! twenty years, in the special insertion of all pro forma notices, &c., and 
hereby solicits their continued support.—N.B. One copy of advertisement 
only required, and the strictest care and promptitude assured. Parlia- 
mentary notices specially considered. 


vo Son AND ALEXANDER 
, PRINTERS, 
7, 8, 9, Church Passage, Chancery Lane, E.C., 
Parliamentary Bills, Appeals, Bills of Complaint, Memorandums and 
Articles of Association, Legal Forms, Notices, &c. 
Prospectuses of Public Companies, Share Certificates, Show Cards, 
Cheques, Insurance Tables, Policies, Proposal Forms. 


Catalogues, Particulars and Conditions of Sale, Posting Bills, and all 
General Printing. 








ILLS OF COMPLAINT AND ANSWERS 
FOR CASH, 48. 6d, PER PAGE, 
A Lower Charge tian has hitherto been offered by the Trade, 


Price iF put To Account, 
10 Copies. 20 Copies. 20 Copies, 
8 PAZeS.....64.£2 26, 08, £2 38. 6d. £2 4s, Gd. 


YATES & ALEXANDER, 
Law, PARLIAMENTARY, AND GENERAL PRINTERS, 
7,8, 9, Church Passage, Chancery Lane, E.C, 


50 Copies. 
£2 6s. 6d, 





CASES TO HOLD THE NUMBERS 


OF THE 


SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL 
CAN BE HAD AT THE OFFICE, 
OR THROUGH ANY BOOKSELLER, 





a 


B. J. MAYER, 
MAYENCE-ON-THE-RHINE. 


PURVEYOR OF wae TO HER MAJESTY AND H.R.H. THR 
RINCE OF WALES. 


ery & SPARKLING ne pd MOSELLES, 
of the very finest qualities, supp! uty free carriage 
to all parts of the United Kingdom, at moderate charges, Price it 
presented on application. 
All are te be addressed either direct : B. J, MAYER 
Maven. to Messrs. PICKFORD & Co., E.C.; or Mosuy 
MACLEAN WOOLLEY, 63, Lower Thames-street, t, Be Cc. 


By Boyal Command. 
METALLIC PEN MAKER TO THE QUEEN, 
JOSEPH GILLOTT, 


Respectfully directs the attention of the Commercial Publie, and of al) 
who use 
STEEL PENS, 
to the incomparable excellence of his productions, which for Quatnr 
of MATERIAL, Easy Action, as Goes ru ia will ensure universal 


THEY CAN BE OBTAINED, RE: RETAIL, OF EVERY ‘DEALER Iy 

Wholesale at the Works, eukann Seatuatial’ and at the Branch 

ren , John-street, New York ; ; and 37, Gracechurch-street, 
ondon, 


RANSPARENT CANDLES.—If you only want 
something pretty to look at, without minding a little smoke and 
smell, and a little bending and ranning over if the room shall happen ty 
be rather unusually warm; bay any of the very transparent low quality 
Paraffine Candles now sold freely everywhere at one shilling per pound: 
but if along with beauty of appearance you require steady brilliancy of 
light, and freedom from risk of these litt!e occasional mishaps, tell your 
dealer to supply you with ‘‘ Pricr’s GoL> Mepat PaLMitine Canpigs,” 
which though charged at a higher price per pound, are really cheaper 
when the difference of quality is takeninto account. They are beiieved 
to be the very best substitute yet produced for real Wax and Spermaceti, 
now at such an extravagant price, and are being introduced in place oi 
them in the West End Clubs, and elsewhere where excellence of quality 
is studied as well as economy. 


- RTIFICIAL TEETH.—G. H. Jones, Worki 
Dentist, begs to callattention to his self-adhesive Incorrodib! 
Mineral Teeth, warrantedin very respect; sets from £5.—56, Great 

Russell-street (opposite the British Museum Entrance). 


ARR’S FIRE-PROOF SAFES are the cheapest 
and best, Price List free on application.—69, Cannon-street, 


EDIGREES COMPILED, Arms found and em- 

blazoned in proper colours, every information relatin; 
manors, churches, fisheries, and lands. The advertiser is in po: 
of information extracted from the public records during a search 
tending over many years, which is hitherto entirely unknown.—Address, 
Mr. Puitirpe, 48, Bedford-row. 


\HE NEW LAW COURTS.—To Solicitors—An 

excellent House, or Suites of Offices, close to the New Courts of 
Justice, to be let on lease, suitabie for a large firm, and in thorough Te 
pair.—-Apply to Messrs. Street Broruers, 5, Serle-street, Lincoln’s-inn 
or, in the City, to Mr. Gzorae Srazer, 30, Cornhill. 


LACK’S FENDER AND FIRE-IRON WARE- 
HOUSE is the MOST ECONOMICAL, consistent with good quality:— 
Iron Fenders, 3s.6d.; Bronzed ditto, 8s. 6d., with standards; su 
Drawing-room ditto, 14s. 6d. to 50s.; Fire Irons, 2s, 6d. to 208. 

Dish Covers, with handles to take off, 18s. setofsix. Table Knives and 
Forks, 8s. rd dozen. Roasting Jacks, complete, 7s. 6d. Tome, 
is, 6d. set of three; elegant oe Maché ditto, 25s. the set. — 
with plated knob, 5s. 6d.; Coal Scuttles,2s.6d. A set of Kitchen 

sils for cottage, £3. Slack’s Cutlery has been ery 50 tne 
Ivory Table Knives, 14s,, 16s., and 18s, per dozen, White Bone Knives 
and - eae 9d. and 128.; "Black Horn ditto, 8s. and 10s, All war- 
rante 

As the limits of an advertisement will not allow of a detailed list, pur- 
chasers are requested to send for their Catalogue, with 350 drawings, and 
prices of Electro-Plate, Warranted Table Cutlery, Furnishing — 
gery, &c. Maybe had gratis or postfree, Every article marked in we 
figures at the same low prices for which their establishment has been 
celebrated for nearly 50 years. Orders above £2 delivered carriage free 


per rail, 
‘ RICHARD & JOHN SLACK, 336, STRAND, LONDON, 
Opposite Somerset House. 


LACK’S SILVER ELECTRO PLATE is a coat- 


iN ing of pure Silver over Nickel. A combination of two metals pos- 
sessing such valuable properties renders it in appearance and wear equal 





























to Sterling Silver. Fiddle Pattern, Thread, King’s. 

£s8.4d £8 £854 £8 4 
Table Forks, perdoz...+.. 110 Oandl 18 0 280 38090 
Dessert ditto .cecsccsseee 1 0 Oandl 10 0 115 0 22,0 
Table Spoons ....seseeeee 110 Oandl 18 0 280 8098 
Dessert ditto .....seeseee 1 0 Oandl 10 O “a z 220 
Tea Spoons .esc...ece @12 OandOlg oO 1 110 0 


Every Article for 4 <table asin silver, A Sample Ten Spoon for - 
warded on receipt of 20 





Price 3s, 6d, and 76. 64, 


RIOHARD & JOHN ‘SL \CK, 836, STRAND, LONDON, 

















